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ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

1  CFR  Part  305 

Recomniendations  of  the 
Administrative  Conference  Regarding 
Administrative  Practice  and  Procedure 

AGENCY:  Administrative  Conference  of 
the  United  States. 

ACTION:  Recommendations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Administrative 
Conference  of  the  United  States  adopted 
three  recommendations  at  its  Forty- 
Eighth  Plenary  Session  addressing;  Use 
of  APA  formal  procedures  in  dvil 
penalty  proceedings;  administrative  and 
judicid  review  of  prompt  corrective 
action  decisions  by  the  federal  banking 
regulators;  and  peer  review  in  the  award 
of  discretionary  grants. 

The  Administrative  Conference  of  the 
United  States  is  a  federal  agency 
established  to  study  the  efficiency, 
adequacy,  and  fairness  of  the 
administrative  procediues  used  by 
federal  agencies  in  carrying  out 
administrative  programs,  and  to  make 
recommendations  for  improvements. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  30, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Renee  Bamow,  Information  Officer 
(202-254-7020). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Administrative  Conference  of  the 
United  States  was  established  by  the 
Administrative  Conference  Act,  5  U.S.C 
591-596.  The  Conference  studies  the 
efficiency,  adequacy,  and  fairness  of  the 
administrative  procedures  used  by 
federal  agencies  in  carrying  out 
administrative  programs,  and  makes 
recommendations  for  improvements  to 
the  agencies,  collectively  or 
individually,  and  to  the  President, 
Congress,  and  the  Judicial  Conference  of 
the  United  States  (5  U.S.C.  594(1)), 

At  its  Forty-Eighth  Plenary  Session, 
held  June  10-11, 1993,  the  Assembly  of 


the  Administrative  Conference  of  the 
United  States  adopted  three 
recommendations.  These 
recommendations  were  issued  August 
18, 1993. 

Recommendation  93-1,  Use  of  APA 
Formal  Procedures  in  Civil  Money 
Penalty  Proceedings,  recommends  that 
in  all  cases  involving  administratively- 
imposed  civil  money  penalties,  the 
opportunity  for  a  formal  adjudication 
pursuant  to  the  APA  be  available  to  the 
parties.  Recognizing  the  current 
existence  of  civil  money  penalty 
programs  where  the  hearing  officers  are 
not  protected  by  the  APA's  separation- 
of-functions  provisions,  the  Conference 
recommends  that  agencies  by  rule 
should  ensure  that  presiding  officers  in 
such  programs  will  not  report  to,  be 
evaluated  by,  or  consult  with 
prosecuting  or  investigating  officials. 

Recommendation  93-2, 

Administrative  and  Judicial  Review  of 
Prompt  Corrective  Action  Decisions  by 
the  F^eral  Banking  Regulators,  calls  for 
greater  procedural  protection  for 
depository  institutions  subject  to 
adverse  capital  classifications  and 
individuals  who  ere  dismissed  from 
office  by  a  federal  banking  agency’s 
prompt  corrective  action  decision.  At 
the  same  time,  the  procedures 
recommended  by  the  Conference  permit 
expeditious  action  in  meeting  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporatimi 
Improvement  Act’s  (FDICA’s)  goals  of 
avoiding  bank  failures  and  minimizing 
the  drain  on  the  bank  insurance  funds. 

Recommendation  93-3,  Peer  Review 
in  the  Award  of  Discretionary  Grants, 
draws  on  the  experience  of  several 
federal  agencies  with  peer  review  grant 
programs  to  set  forth  procedures 
grantmaking  agencies  may  use  to 
produce  better  decisions  and  reduce  the 
potential  for  bias  and  conflicts  of 
interest  in  the  peer  review  grant  process. 

The  full  texts  of  the  recommendations 
are  set  out  below.  The  recommendations 
will  be  transmitted  to  the  affected 
agencies  and,  if  so  directed,  to  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  The 
Administrative  Conference  has  advisory 
powers  only,  and  the  decision  on 
whether  to  implement  the 
recommendations  must  be  made  by  each 
body  to  which  the  various 
recommendations  are  directed. 

The  transcript  of  the  Plenary  Session 
is  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Conference’s  offices  at  suite  500, 2120  L 


Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 
Recommendations  and  statements  of  the 
Administrative  Conference  are 
published  in  full  text  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Complete  lists  of 
recommendations  and  statements, 
together  with  the  texts  of  those  deemed 
to  be  of  continuing  interest,  are 
published  in  the  Ctxle  of  Federal 
Regulations  (1  CFR  part  305).  Copies  of 
all  past  Conference  reccmmendations 
and  statements,  and  the  research  reports 
on  which  they  are  based,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Office  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Administrative 
Conferraoe. 

List  of  Subjects  in  1  CFR  Part  305 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Civil  money  penalties. 

Federal  bank  regulation,  and 
Discretionary  grants. 

Parts  305  of  title  1  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  305— RECOMMENDATIONS  OF 
THE  ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  305 
continues  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  591-596. 

2.  New  §§  305.93-1  through  305.93-3 
are  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§305.93-1  Use  of  APA  Formal  Procedures 
in  Civil  Money  Penalty  Proceedkigs 
(Recommendation  No.  93-1). 

Since  1972,  the  Administrative  Conference 
has  been  encouraging  the  use  of 
administratively-imposed  civil  money 
penalties  as  an  enforcement  tool.  In 
Recommendation  72-6,  the  Conference 
recommended  that  Congress  provide  for  such 
remedies,  to  be  imposed  after  a  hearing 
(usually  presided  over  by  an  administrative 
law  jut^)  pursuant  to  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act’s  provisions  in  sections  554, 
556  and  557,  which  govern  formal 
adjudications.  Congress  has  followed  that 
recommendation  in  hundreds  of  contexts 
over  the  past  20  years,  and  administrative 
civil  money  penalties  have  become  a  ftequent 
enforcement  mechanism. 

Congress  has,  however,  in  several  recent 
environmental  statutes,  authorized  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  to  impose 
civil  money  penalties  without  a  formal  APA 
hearing,  without  an  ALJ,  and  without  de 
novo  judicial  review.  The  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  and  the  United  States  Coast  Guard 
have  been  granted  similar  authmity.  The 
amoimts  of  potoitial  liability  under  these 
statutory  provisions  vary  ftcm  maximums  of 
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$5,000  up  to  as  high  as  $125,000.  The  issue 
is  whether  this  trend  is  a  good  one. 

The  Administrative  Conference  has  made  a 
number  of  recommendations  that  relate  to 
this  topic.  In  its  first  recommendation  on  this 
subject.  Recommendation  72-6,  “Civil 
Money  Penalties  as  a  Sanction,”  the 
Conference  recommended  that  systems  for 
administrative  imposition  of  civil  money 
penalties  should  provide  for  adjudication^  on 
the  record  after  a  formal  hearing  pursuant  to 
the  APA.  It  reiterated  that  position  in 
Recommendation  79-3,  “Agency  Assessment 
and  Mitigation  of  Civil  Money  Penalties.” 

In  Recommendation  92-7,  “The  Federal 
Administrative  Judiciary,”  the  Conference 
considered  the  issue  from  a  different 
perspective.  In  that  recommendation,  the 
Conference  addressed  the  proliferation  of 
non-AL)  adjudicators  in  agency  proceedings, 
and  encouraged  Congress  to  return  to  a  more 
consistent  use  of  ALJs  in  the  types  of  cases 
for  which  their  use  is  most  appropriate,  so 
that  the  uniformity  of  process  and 
decisionmaker  characteristics  that  the  APA 
envisioned  could  be  reestablished.  In 
proposals  that  presum^  the  implementation 
of  recommended  changes  in  the  ALJ  selection 
process  and  mode  of  performance  review,  the 
Conference  suggested  a  set  of  guidelines  that 
Congress  should  use  in  determining  when 
ALJs  should  be  required  as  presiding 
officers.! 

Among  the  t)rpes  of  cases  cited  by 
Recommendation  92-7  in  which  Congress 
should  consider  requiring  ALJ  hearings  are 
those  involving  the  “imposition  of  sanctions 
with  substantid  economic  effect.”  While  this 
is  but  one  factor  Congress  is  luged  to  take 
into  account,  it  would  appear  to  weigh 
strongly  in  favor  of  APA-ALJ  proceedings  in 
civil  money  penalty  cases  of  the  type  at  issue 
here.  While  &e  economic  impact  of  a  civil 
money  penalty  will  vary  depending  on  the 
respondent’s  resources,  it  can  reasonably  be 
assumed  that  a  penalty  of  $25,000  would  be 
substantial  to  most  respondents,  and  even 
smaller  penalty  amounts  might  be  substantial 
in  many  situations. 

The  interest  in  uniformity  also  weighs  very 
much  in  favor  of  using  APA-ALJ  hearings  in 
civil  money  penalty  cases.  Most 
administratively-imposed  civil  money 
penalty  statutes  do  in  frict  require  APA-ALJ 
hearings.  There  does  not  appear  to  be 
anything  particularly  unusual  about  the  cases 
engendered  by  the  programs  under  study  that 
would  warrant  a  different  type  of  hearing.  As 
a  matter  of  good  policy,  anyone  focing  a  civil 
money  penalty  imposed  by  a  federal 
administrative  agency  with  judicial  review 
on  the  record  of  the  administrative 
proceedings  should  have  available  the 
opportimity  to  have  his  or  her  case  heard  hy 
an  ALJ  in  a  formal  APA  hearing.  Where 
penalties  would  be  small,  it  is  of  course  less 
likely  that  such  an  opportunity  would  be 


!  Non-ALJs  can,  of  course,  be  used  by  agencies  for 
adjudications  not  stipulated  by  Congress  to  be 
within  the  coverage  of  sections  554, 556  and  557 
(“non-APA  adjudications”),  or  in  APA 
adjudications  where  Congress  has  specially 
designated  a  presiding  b^d  or  non-AL) 
adjudicator.  See  5  U.S.C.  556(b).  Reconunendation 
92-7  was  intended  to  address  both  types  of 
congressional  actions. 


taken;  where  they  are  large,  such  an 
opportunity  becomes  that  much  more 
important. 

While  neither  an  APA  hearing  nor  an  ALJ 
as  presider  may  be  constitutionally  required, 
there  may  well  be  situations  where  due 
process  would  require  something  very  much 
like  an  APA-ALJ  hearing.  An  advantage  of 
uniformly  requiring  the  opportunity  for  ALJ 
hearings  in  civil  money  penalty  proceedings 
is  that  it  alleviates  the  uncertainty  that  arises 
frt>m  trying  to  apply  the  standards  of 
Mathews  v.  Eldridge^  in  a  variety  of  contexts. 
That  case,  which  requires  a  balancing  of 
three  different  interests  in  determining  what 
process  is  due  in  a  particular  situation, 
provides  no  clear  guideposts.  Its 
recmirements  can  only  be  determined 
definitively  on  post-hoc  review.  In  contrast, 
the  validity  of  the  APA’s  formal  adjudication 
process  is  well-established. 

The  Conference  is  therefore  recommending 
that,  in  all  cases  involving  administratively- 
imposed  civil  money  penalties,  the 
opportunity  for  a  formal  adjudication 
pursuant  to  the  APA’s  provisions,  5  U.S.C. 
554,  556-558,  be  available  to  parties.3 

Recognizing  the  current  existence  of  civil 
money  penalty  programs  where  the  hearing 
officers  are  not  protected  by  the  APA’s 
separation-of-functions  provisions  in  section 
554(d),  the  Conference  is  reconunending  that 
agencies  with  such  programs  provide  for  this 
important  protection  by  regulation.  Agencies 
should  ensure  that  non-ALJ  presiding  officers 
and  presiding  officers  in  non-APA  hearings 
will  not  report  to,  be  evaluated  by,  or  consult 
with  prosecuting  or  investigating  officials.^ 

Although  the  Conference  originally 
recommended  use  of  administrative  hearings 
in  civil  money  penalty  cases  because  of  the 
comparative  cumbersomeness  and  expense  of 
federal  district  court  trials,  concerns  have 
been  raised  that  APA-ALJ  hearings  can  also 
be  too  slow,  expensive  and  cumbersome,  and 
that  some  cases  should  therefore  not  be 
required  to  be  adjudicated  under  the  APA. 
This  concern,  which  extends  beyond  civil 
money  penalty  cases,  can,  however,  be 
addressed  within  the  ambit  of  the  APA. 

The  APA  provides  flexibility  with  respect 
to  procedures  used  in  formal  proceedings. 
Although  sections  554,  556-558  contain 
certain  basic  requirements  (such  as  proper 
notice,  opportunity  to  present  evidence  and 
rebuttal,  at  least  limited  cross-examination, 
and  the  chance  to  submit  proposed  findings 
or  exceptions),  the  APA  leaves  to  agency 
discretion  or  other  statutory  provision  such 
issues  as  the  scope  of  discovery,  the 
existence  of  time  limits,  and  many 


*424  U.S.  319(1976). 

*  The  recommendation  that  the  opportunity  for  a 
hearing  be  afforded  is  intended  to  retain  flexibility 
for  resolving  the  case  prior  to  an  ALJ  hearing, 
through  settlement,  alternative  dispute  resolution 
processes,  or  other  processes  agreed  upon  by  the 
parties. 

4  As  reflected  in  Recommendation  92-7,  "The 
Federal  Administrative  ludiciaiy,”  the  Conference 
also  recognizes  that  there  may  be  infrequent 
situations  where  Congress  may  wish  to  specially 
designate  presiding  officers  with  technical  or  other 
specialized  expertise  for  APA  formal  adjudications 
in  civil  money  penalty  programs.  See  section  556(b) 
of  title  5.  In  these  situations,  the  APA  mandates  a 
separation  of  functions. 


evidentiary  issues.  Agencies  should  take 
advantage  of  such  flexibility  to  issue  rules 
that  would  encourage  expeditious  resolutions 
in  ALJ  proceedings.^  For  example,  agencies 
could  authorize  (or  require)  limitations  on 
discovery  or  the  number  of  pages  filed,  or 
could  set  deadlines  for  the  various  stages  of 
the  proceeding,  including  the  amount  of  time 
to  issue  a  decision.  They  could  also 
encourage  the  use  of  alternative  dispute 
resolution  in  appropriate  cases.^  Thus,  the 
uniformity  provided  by  the  APA  does  not 
and  should  not  limit  agency  or  ALJ  flexibility 
in  handling  civil  penalty  cases  expeditiously 
and  fairly. 

Recommendation 

1.  Congress  should  provide  that  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act’s  formal 
adjudication  provisions  (5  U.S.C.  554, 
556-558)  are  available  to  parties 
whenever  money  penalties  may  be 
imposed  by  administrative  agencies. 

2.  Agencies  should  ensure  in  their 
regulations  that  non-administrative  law 
judge  presiding  officers  in  civil  money 
penalty  adjudication  proceedings  not 
covered  by  the  APA’s  formal 
adjudication  provisions  are  protected 
from  undue  influence.  Specifically, 
such  officers  should  not  report  to,  be 
evaluated  by,  or  consult  on  an  ex  parte 
basis  with,  prosecuting  or  investigative 
officials.^ 

§  305.93-2  Administrative  and  Judiciai 
Review  of  Prompt  Corrective  Action 
Decisions  by  the  Federal  Banking 
Regulators  (Recommendation  No.  93-2). 

In  the  wake  of  the  recent  crises  in  the 
banking  industry.  Congress  has  passed  two 
major  statutes  affecting  the  relationship 
among  the  four  principal  banking  regulators 
(the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation,  the  Office  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  and  the  Office 
of  Thrift  Supervision)  and  the  industries  they 
supervise.!  In  1989,  the  Financial  Institutions 


s  See,  e.g..  Recommendation  86-7,  "Case 
Management  as  a  Tool  for  Improving  Agency 
Adjudication,"  1  CFR  305.86-7  (1992). 

B  See  Public  Law  No.  101-552,  the  Administrative 
Dispute  Resolution  Act,  which  amends  the  APA  to 
provide  authorization  to  use  alternative  dispute 
resolution  processes.  See  also  Recommendation  66- 
3,  "Agencies'  Use  of  Alternative  Means  of  Dispute 
Resolution,”  1  CFR  305.86-3  (1992). 

r  Recommendation  2  is  intended  to  assure  that 
separation-of-functions  protections  are  included 
within  existing  programs.  These  very  important 
protections  would  be  required  by  Congress  in  future 
programs  by  Recommendation  1,  which  urges  that 
all  of  the  APA's  adjudication  safeguards  be  made 
available  in  new  civil  money  penalty  programs.  It 
is  unlikely  that  Congress  would  consider  a  civil 
money  penalty  adjudication  proposal  for  which  it 
would  not  be  in  the  public  interest  to  make 
available  the  full  range  of  APA  safeguards. 
However,  should  that  unlikely  event  occur,  it  is 
strongly  urged  that  Congress  assure  that  at  least 
separation-of-functions  protections  of  the  type 
described  in  Recommendation  2  be  incorporated  in 
any  such  program. 

I  The  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  is  an  independent  federal  agency  with 
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Reform,  Recovery  and  Enforcement  Act  gave 
the  banking  agencies  extensive  new 
enforcement  powers.  Tire  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation  Improvement  Act  of 
1991  (FDIQA)  went  further,  authorizing  the 
federal  banking  agencies  to  take  "prompt 
corrective  action  to  resolve  the  pr^lems  of 
federally  insiired  depository  institutions.” 
and  to  do  so  “at  the  least  possible  long-term 
loss  to  the  deposit  insurance  fond.”  12  USC 
1831o(a)  (1)  a^  (2).  Underlying  the  FDIQA 
schone  is  Congress’  belief  that  by  acting 
quickly  at  the  earliest  sign  of  problems,  the 
banking  agencies  may  be  able  to  prevent  the 
failure  or  further  deterioration  of  regulated 
institutions. 

FDIQA  added  a  new  section  38  to  the 
Fedmal  Deposit  Insurance  Act,  which 
requires  banking  regulators  to  take  prompt 
corrective  action  (F^)  tq  preempt  the 
possibility  that  a  bank  or  savings  association 
will  fail  or,  if  failure  appears  likely,  to  seize 
the  bank  early  enough  to  ensure  that  there 
remain  assets  within  the  institution  sufficient 
to  cover  its  liabilities.  The  PCA  framework  is 
premised  on  a  “tripwire”  approach,  under 
which  banking  regulators  may  take 
increasingly  severe  action,  on  a  stage-by-stage 
basis,  against  a  depositmy  institution  as  the 
capital  and  soundness  of  the  institution 
decline.  FDIQA  creates  a  system  of  five 
capital  classifications,  ranging  from  well 
capitalized  to  critically  undercapitalized, 
within  which  bank  regulators  place 
institutions  based  on  foe  application  of 
capital  standards.  Downgrading  of  an 
institution’s  capital  classification  not  only 
subjects  it  to  increasing  intervention  by 
regulators,  but  also  automatically  triggers 
certain  restrictions  on  the  institution’s 
activities  (e.g.,  loss  of  authority  to  accept 
brokered  deposits  or  to  make  payments  on 
subordinated  debt).  In  addition  to 
considering  capital  standards,  regulators  may 
reclassify  the  institution  based  on  a 
determination  that  it  is  in  an  unsafe  or 
unsound  condition  or  is  engaging  in  an 
unsafe  or  imsound  practice. 

Before  passage  of  FDIQA,  the  banking 
agencies  took  coercive  action  through  the 
formal  enforcement  provisions  of  section  8  of 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act,  which 
provides  extensive  procedural  protections. 
The  new  section  38,  on  the  other  hand, 
accommodates  the  need  for  banking  agencies 
to  respond  quickly  to  developing  problems 

primary  federal  responsibility  for  the  regulation  of 
all  bank  holding  companies,  state-chartered  banks 
that  are  members  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
and  foreign  banks.  The  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation,  also  an  independent  federal  agency, 
administers  the  Bank  Insurance  Fund  for 
commmcial  banks  and  the  Savings  Association 
Insurance  Fund  for  savings  and  loans,  has  primary 
federal  responsibility  for  the  regulation  of  ^1  state- 
chartered  federally  insured  bai^  that  are  not 
members  of  the  F^eral  Reserve  System,  and  has 
secondary  regulatory  authority  over  all  other 
federally  insured  banks  and  thrifts.  The  Office  of 
the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  located  within  the 
Treasury  Department,  charters  and  supervises  ail 
national  banks.  The  Office  of  Thrift  Supervision, 
also  located  within  the  Treasury  Department, 
charters  all  federally  chartered  savings  and  loans 
and  supervises  all  savings  and  loan  holding 
companies  and  federally  insured  savings 
associations. 


by  permittiiig  exercise  of  functionally  similar 
powers  outside  the  formal  procedural 
framework  of  section  8.  Moreover,  although 
FDIQA  dramatically  increased  the 
importance  of  capital  classifications,  and  the 
standards  on  which  they  are  based,  in  the 
regulatory  scheme,  the  bank  examination 
process  in  which  these  determinations  are 
made  is  very  informal,  with  limited 
opportunity  for  review.  Specifically,  while 
section  38  makes  provision  for  limited 
procedural  protection  for  an  individual  who 
is  dismissed  from  office  as  a  result  of  a  PCA 
directive,  as  well  as  for  an  institution  subject 
to  a  determination  that  it  is  in  an  unsafe  or 
unsound  condition,  it  does  not  provide  for 
administrative  review  of  PCA  decisions,  nor 
does  it  expressly  provide  for— or  preclude — 
judicial  review  of  PCA  determinations. 

The  Administrative  Conference  believes 
that,  in  light  of  the  significance  of  prompt 
corrective  actions,  greater  proceduiel 
protection  is  appropriate.  On  the  other  hand, 
since  time  will  often  be  of  the  essence  in 
meeting  FDIQA’s  goals  of  avoiding  bank 
foilures  and  minimizing  the  drain  on  the 
bank  insiuance  funds,  any  procedural 
requirements  must  permit  expeditious  action 
and  must  be  limited  to  those  situations  where 
agency  actions  have  the  severest  impact. 
Moreover,  any  scheme  for  expanded  review 
of  PCA  decisions  must  take  into  account  the 
broad  discretion  Congress  has  afforded  the 
banking  agencies  in  determining  and 
applying  standards  in  this  area. 

The  Conference  believes  that 
administrative  review  should  be  available  for 
decisions  that  have  an  adverse  effect  on  an 
institution’s  capital  classification.  These 
decisions,  whi^  are  ordinarily  made  in  the 
context  of  a  bank  examination  rather  than  in 
a  PCA  directive,  form  the  basis  for  any  PCA 
action  that  may  be  taken  against  an 
institution.  The  highly  informal  and 
discretionary  mechanisms  for  review  of 
examination  decisions  that  are  currently 
provided  by  the  banking  agencies  were 
designed  for  use  in  an  atmosphere  of  trust 
and  close  working  relationships  between 
bankers  and  examiners.  In  the  ciurent 
environment,  a  somewhat  more  structured 
administrative  review  by  a  higher-level 
reviewing  authority  within  the  agency  would 
promote  foimess  and  more  consistent  results. 

Providing  a  more  effective  administrative 
review  mechanism  is  particularly  important 
here  where,  because  of  the  broad  discretion 
aftbrded  agencies  to  interpret  feirly  general 
statutory  standards  and  the  subjective  nature 
of  smne  of  the  determinations  that  must  be 
made  in  the  examination  process,  judicial 
review  may  be  of  limited  effectiveness. 
Moreover,  the  proposed  review  process 
would  provide  a  more  meaningfol  record  for 
judicial  review  in  those  cases  where  it  can  be 
effective.  Paragraph  1  of  this 
recommendation  proposes  a  uniform,  record- 
creating  appeal  process  for  decisions  by  all 
federal  banking  agencies  in  which  an 
institution’s  capital  classification  is 
determined  m  changed.  The  banking 
agencies’  rules  should  make  clear  whether 
changes  in  capital  classification  will 
ordinarily  go  into  effect  while  administrative 
review  is  pending  or  will  not  become  final 
until  after  administrative  review;  in  either 


case,  agency  rules  should  provide  for 
exceptions  from  ordinary  practice  in 
appropriate  circumstances. 

In  addition,  judicial  review  should  be 
available  for  some  of  the  most  crucial  PCA 
decisions.  Institutions  that  have  suffered 
adverse  capital  classifications  and  persons 
who  have  been  dismissed  as  a  result  of  PCA 
directives  should  be  able  to  seek  judicial 
review  of  those  decisions,  and  the  provisions 
governing  judicial  review  in  these  cases 
should  be  made  uniform  across  all  the 
relevant  federal  banking  agencies. 

Similarly,  any  action  to  appoint  a 
conservator  or  receiver  for  an  institution 
should  be  judicially  reviewable.  Some  such 
actions  are  already  reviewable  under  existing 
law,  though  section  38  may  be  interpreted  to 
preclude  such  review.  Congress  should 
clarify  that  review  is  available  for  all  such 
decisions  made  by  every  federal  banking 
agency  and  should  provide  for  rmiform 
standards  of  review  and  time  limits  for 
review  of  these  decisions.  The  Conference 
recognizes  the  need  for  flexibility  in 
determining  whether  an  adverse  capital 
classification  or  prompt  corrective  action 
decision  should  take  effect  pending  judicial 
review  and  concludes  that  stays  of  agency 
action  should  be  discretionary  rather  than 
automatic. 

Recommendation 

1.  Administrative  Appeals  of 
Classification  Decisions 

a.  In  formulating  an  appeal  process  for 
independent  internal  review  of 
classification  decisions,  the  federal 
banking  agencies  should  promulgate 
rules  providing  for  an  appeal  to  a  senior 
official  by  a  depository  institution  of  a 
decision  of  an  examiner  or  regional 
director  that  results  in  an  adverse 
capital  classification  of  the  institution 
(including  a  decision  to  assign  the 
institution  a  less-than-satisfactory  rating 
for  asset  quality,  management,  earnings, 
or  liquidity). 

b.  The  appeal  procedures  should 
provide  that: 

(1)  The  affected  institution  is  given 
immediate  notice  of  its  right  to  appeal; 

(2)  The  institution  is  provided  with  a 
written  report  stating  the  reasons, 
including  the  factual  bases,  for  the 
adverse  classification  or  rating; 

(3)  The  institution  has  an  opportimity 
to  supply  further  facts  and  information, 
make  written  representations,  and,  in 
the  agency’s  discretion,  present  oral 
testimony  and  argument;  and 

(4)  The  agency’s  final  decision  is 
issued  within  a  specified  time. 

c.  The  agencies  also  should  specify  in 
their  rules  whether  or  not  an  adverse 
capital  classification  decision  will 
ordinarily  be  stayed  pending 
completion  of  the  internal  appeal 
process  and,  in  either  event,  provide  for 
exceptions  where  special  circumstances 
justify  departure  from  regular  practice. 
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2.  Judicial  Review  of  Final  Agency 
D^isions* 

a.  Congress  should  amend  section  38 
of  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act,  12 
U.S.C.  18310,  to  permit  a  depository 
institution  that  has  suffered  an  adverse 
capital  classification,  or  a  person  who 
has  been  dismissed  pmrsuant  to  section 
38(n)  of  the  Act.  12  U.S.C.  1831o(n),  to 
seek  judicial  review  of  the  federal 
banking  agency’s  final  decision  in  a 
federal  district  coiut. 

(1)  A  party  affected  by  an  adverse 
capital  classification  should  be  required 
to  seek  review  within  10  days  of 
receiving  notice  of  the  agency’s  final 
decision. 

(2)  The  court  should  review  the 
agency’s  decision  under  the  standards  of 
judicial  review  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C.  706. 

(3)  Whether  the  agency’s  ruling  is 
stayed  pending  judicial  review  shorild 
be  determined  by  the  court  under  the 
usual  standards  for  granting  stays. 

b.  Congress  should  amend  section  38 
of  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act,  12 
U.S.C.  18310,  to  clarify  that  it  does  not 
preclude  judicial  review  of  decisions  to 
appoint  a  conservator  or  receiver  imder 
the  terms  of  section  38(h)(3),  12  U.S.C. 
18310(h)(3). 

(1)  In  addition.  Congress  should 
amend  section  2  of  the  National  Bank 
Receivership  Act,  12  U.S.C.  191,  to 
provide  for  judicial  review  of  decisions 
to  appoint  receivers  for  national  banks, 
and  section  ll(p)  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act,  12  U.S.C.  248(p),  to  provide  for 
judicial  review  of  decisions  by  the 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  to  appoint  conservators 
and  receivers  for  state  member  banks. 

(2)  Congress  should  also  amend  the 
provisions  relating  to  judicial  review  of 
decisions  by  all  the  federal  banking 
agencies  to  appoint  conservators  and 
receivers  so  as  to  provide  for: 

(i)  A  consistent  standard  of  review  in 
accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  706;  and 

(ii)  Consistent  time  limits  within 
which  judicial  review  must  be  sought 
after  a  conservator  or  receiver  has  been 
appointed. 

§305.93-3  Peer  Review  in  the  Award  of 
Discretionary  Grants  (Recommendation  No. 
93-3). 

Governments  in  most  industrialized 
nations  now  play  a  prominent  role  in 
assembling  and  sustaining  a  sound  scientific 
and  engineering  infrastructure  and  in 
providing  financial  support  for  artistic  and 
other  endeavors.  Although  many  procedural 


2  In  making  these  recommendations  related  to 
judicial  review  of  decisions  by  federal  banking 
agencies,  the  Administrative  Ckinference  takes  no 
position  on  Mdiether  and  to  what  extant  judicial 
review  of  these  decisions  is  available  under  current 
law. 


vehicles  exist  for  making  the  difficult 
scientific  and  artistic  judgments  that 
necessarily  arise  in  apportioning  limited 
resources,  the  United  States  government  has 
depended  to  a  large  degree  ujpon  "peer 
review”  systems  in  which  the  agency 
decisioni:^er  assembles  a  group  of  experts 
for  advice. 

Under  this  peer  review  model,  the 
government  does  not  attempt  to  persuade 
researchers  to  undertake  particular  research 
or  artists  to  create  particular  kinds  of  art. 
Instead,  a  grantmaking  agency  allocates  sums 
of  mqpey  to  broad  fields  of  endeavor  and 
invites  researchers,  artists,  or  performers  to 
develop  creative  proposals  for  projects.  A 
group  of  "peers”  with  expertise  in  the 
relevant  area  then  evaluates  and  ranks 
proposals,  leaving  the  ultimate  funding 
decisions  up  to  the  governmental  program 
officials.  Peer  review  is  intended  to  ensure 
that  public  funds  are  awarded  objectively  to 
meritorious  scientists,  artists,  eleemosynary 
institutions,  and,  increasingly,  for-profit 
entities  in  a  way  that  renders  the  system 
accoimtable  to  the  public  and  its  elected 
representatives. 

While  peer  review  has  proved  remarkably 
durable  in  the  30  to  40  years  during  which 
federal  agencies  have  employed  it,  the 
process  has  not  been  without  controversy. 
Some  critics  suggest  that  peer  review  is  an 
expensive  waste  of  time;  that  it  diverts 
creative  minds  from  productive  research  to 
writing,  reviewing,  and  discussing  proposals; 
that  it  rewards  huckstering  skills  at  the 
expense  of  solid  research;  that  it  is 
sometimes  abused  by  reviewers  who  breach 
confidentiality;  and  that  it  can  be 
counterproductive  in  programs  designed  to 
explore  fresh  ideas  and  innovative 
approaches.  In  particular,  some  peer  review 
systems  have  been  criticized  for  permitting 
ad  hoc  and  systematic  bias  for  and  against 
individuals,  groups,  or  new  ideas. 
Decisionmaking  bias  in  the  award  of 
discretionary  grants  can  result  from 
fevoritism,  animus,  or  conflict  of  interest.  It 
can  stem  from  the  identity  of  the  potential 
grantee,  as,  for  instance,  where  an  "old  boy” 
network  exists  or  a  "halo  e%ct”  causes 
poorly  conceived  proposals  from  well-known 
scientists  to  be  funded,  or  from  conflicts  of 
interest  that  have  to  do  with  the  affiliation  or 
position  of  the  decisionmaker.  Bias  can 
include  personal  or  professional  animus,  a 
lack  of  regard  for  those  mavericks  who 
challenge  conventional  views,  or  a  systematic 
refusal  to  give  sufficient  weight  to  particular 
criteria  relevant  to  the  decision.  Finally,  ex 
parte  lobbying  or  even  political  pressure  may 
occasionally  cause  an  otherwise  objective 
process  to  become  biased  for  or  against 
particular  persons  or  approaches. 

To  the  extent  that  bias  infects  it,  the 
decisionmaking  process  loses  objectivity  and, 
consequently,  legitimacy.  While  the 
incidence  and  impact  of  bias  are  not 
susceptible  to  empirical  measurement,  the 
Conference  believes  that,  on  balance,  the  peer 
review  model  has  worked  well  i  and  is  highly 


>  To  encourage  flexibility,  innovation,  or  a  rapid 
response  where  warranted,  some  agencies  that 
ordinarily  rely  on  peer  review  to  evaluate  grant 
proposals  (such  as  the  National  Science 


appropriate  for  awarding  discretionary  grants 
in  the  arts  and  sciences.^  The  Conference’s 
recommendation  is  based  largely  on  a  study 
of  programs  in  the  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  the  National  Science  Foundation,  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  and  the 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts.  Although 
all  rely  heavily  upon  the  principle  of  peer 
review  in  awarding  discretionary  grants, 
these  agencies  manage  the  peer  review 
process  in  diverse  ways.  None  has 
completely  eliminated  the  potential  for  bias, 
thou^  some  have  made  great  strides  in  that 
direction.  Each  can  learn  from  the  others,  and 
all  grantmaking  agencies  not  included  in  the 
Conference  study  can  learn  from  their 
experiences.  These  recommendations  draw 
on  their  experience  to  suggest  reforms  that 
should  further  reduce  the  potential  for  bias 
at  a  relatively  low  cost. 

Recommendation 

1.  Promoting  Openness  and 
Accountability 

a.  Reviewer  meetings.  Agencies  that 
rely  upon  peer  review  to  evaluate  grant 
proposals  should  generally  assemble  the 
reviewers  for  a  meeting  in  which  each 
reviewer,  in  the  presence  of  the  other 
members,  has  an  opportunity  to 
comment  upon  the  evaluations  made  by 
other  members.  Such  meetings  may  also 
be  by  telephone  conference  call. 

b.  Feedback  and  rebuttal.  Insofar  as 
practicable,  agencies  should  provide 
applicants  with  an  opportunity  for 
feedback  and  rebuttal  as  follows; 

(1)  Agencies  that  rely  on  peer  review 
should  prepare  and  routinely  transmit 
to  all  applicants  brief  summaries  of  the 
reasons  for  evaluation  results. 

(2)  If  peer  review  committees  prepare 
written  evaluations  of  individual 
applications,  agencies  should  retain 
these  documents  for  a  full  funding 
cycle,  and  should  make  available  copies 
of  such  written  evaluations  to 
applicants  upon  request  in  a  redacted 


Foundation]  have  found  it  useful  to  set  aside  a 
small  portion  of  the  available  funds  for  relatively 
brief,  small  awards  outside  the  normal  chaimels  of 
peer  review. 

z  Especially  in  the  scientific  agencies,  a  recent 
trend  toward  greater  openness  has  been  noted.  This 
has  been  prompted  in  part  through  enactment  of  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (FOLA),  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (FACA),  and  the  Privacy 
Act.  FOIA  requires  every  federal  agency  to  make 
available  to  any  person  any  record  in  the  agency’s 
possession  (subject  to  several  exceptions  potentially 
relevant  to  the  peer  review  process)  upon  a  request 
by  that  person  that  reasonably  describes  the  record. 
FACA  requires  federal  agencies  that  rely  on 
recommendations  of  advisory  conunittees  to  charter 
these  conunittees  and  to  run  them  according  to 
statutory  standards  of  openness.  The  Privacy  Act 
directs  agencies  to  protect  personal  information  in 
agency  files  from  unauthorized  disclosure  and  to 
give  individuals  an  opportunity  to  review 
information  about  themselves  and  to  require  that 
the  agency  correct  inaccuracies.  While  peer  review 
committees  clearly  come  with  FACA's  definitions, 
there  have  been  significant  litigation  and 
uncertainty  over  the  efiectof  these  laws. 
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received  on  or  before  September  29. 

1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  or  deliver  comments 
to  Baibara  L.  Fiss,  Assistant  Director  for 
Compensation  Policy.  Personnel 
Systems  and  Oversi^t  Group.  U.S. 

Office  of  Personnel  Management.  Room 
6H31, 1900  E  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20415. 

FOR  FURTHER  WFORMATION  COMTACT: 
Brenda  Roberts  (202)  606-2848. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATIOfi:  Travis. 
Texas,  is  presently  defined  as  a  separate 
wage  area  for  NAF  pay-setting  purposes. 
The  Department  of  Defense  notified 
OPM  that  the  host  activity  for  the  Travis 
wage  area,  Bergstrom  Air  Force  Base 
(AFB),  is  scheduled  to  close  on  October 
1. 1993.  Downsizing  is  underway,  and 
most  NAF  activities  were  scheduled  to 
close  by  June  1, 1993.  Bergstrom  AFB 
does  not  have  the  capability  to  conduct 
the  wage-<diange  survey  for  the  Travis, 
Texas,  wage  area  that  was  required  to 
begin  in  June  1993  in  accordance  with 
appendix  B  to  subpart  B  of  part  532. 
title  5,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

In  addition.  Travis  County.  Texas, 
will  no  longer  meet  the  regulatory 
criteria  for  an  established 
'  Nonappropriated  fund  wage  area  under 
5  CFR  532.219.  Bergstrom  AFB  and 
Flying  K  Recreation  Area  are  the  only 
installations  with  NAF  employment  in 
the  Travis  wage  area.  As  of  October  1, 
1993,  Bergstrom  AFB,  located  in  Travis 
County,  will  be  closed.  The  Flying  K 
Recieatiim  Area,  located  in  Burnet 
County.  Texas,  does  not  employ  the 
minimum  of  26  NAF  employees 
required  to  establish  an  NAF  wage  area. 
Thus,  Travis  and  Burnet  Counties  must 
both  be  redefined  as  areas  of  application 
to  existing  wage  areas  for  pay-setting 
OSes. 

e  following  criteria  are  taken  into 
consideration  when  two  or  more 
coimties  are  to  be  combined  to 
constitute  a  single  wage  area: 

(1)  Proximity  of  largest  activity  in  each 

county, 

(2)  Transportation  fecilities  and  commuting 

patterns:  and 

(3)  Similarities  of  the  counties  In: 

(i)  Overall  population; 

(ii)  Private  employment  in  malor  industry 
categories;  and 

(iii)  Kinds  and  sizes  of  private  industrial 
establishments. 

Geographically.  Bergstrom  AFB  in 
Travis  County  is  slightly  closer 
(approximately  142  km  (88  miles))  to 
Fort  Hood  in  Bell  County,  the  survey 
area  for  the  Bell.  Texas,  wage  area.  The 
next  closest  wage  area  activity  is 
Lackland  AFB,  which  is  approximately 
150  km  (93  miles)  distant  in  Bexar 
County,  Texas,  the  survey  area  for  the 


Bexar.  Texas,  wage  area.  Transportation 
facilities  do  not  fevor  any  wage  area. 
Commuting  patterns  indicate  that 
185.720  w^ers  live  and  work  in  Travis 
County  and  that  434  Travis  County 
residents  commute  to  work  in  the  Bexar, 
Texas,  wage  area,  while  155  Travis 
County  residents  commute  to  work  in 
the  Bell.  Texas,  wage  area.  Travis 
County,  population  576,407,  is  arguably 
more  similar  to  Bell  County  in  overall 
population — 191,088  in  Bell  County,  as 
compared  to  1,185,394  in  Bexar  County. 
However,  Travis  County  is  most  similar 
to  Bexar  County  in  regard  to  private 
employment  in  major  indust^ 
categories  and  the  lands  and  sizes  of 
private  industrial  establishments. 

Geographically.  Flying  K.  Recreation 
Area  in  Burnet  County  is  closest 
(approximately  97  km  (60  miles))  to  Fort 
Hood  in  Beil  County,  Texas.  The  next 
closest  wage  area  activity  is  Lackland 
AFB  (approximately  153  km  (95  miles) 
away),  in  Bexar  County,  Texas. 
Transportation  fedlities  do  not  fevor 
any  wage  area.  However,  the  commuting 
patterns  indicate  that  4.325  workers  live 
and  work  vrithin  Burnet  County,  while 
139  Burnet  County  residents  commute 
to  work  in  the  BelL  Texas,  wage  area. 
Residents  do  ncrt  commute  from  Burnet 
County  to  any  other  FWS  wage  area. 
Burnet  County  is  most  similar  to  Bell 
County  in  overall  population.  Burnet 
County  is  also  most  similar  to  Bell 
County  in  regard  to  private  employment 
in  maior  industry  categories  and  the 
kinds  and  sizes  of  private  industrial 
est^Ushments. 

Based  on  a  review  of  the  criteria  ff>r 
establishii^  and  combining  wage  areas, 
we  find  that  the  Travis.  Texas,  wage 
area  should  be  abolished  as  of  June  1. 
1993.  In  addition,  on  October  1, 1993. 
Travis  County.  Texas,  should  be 
redefined  as  an  area  of  application  to 
the  Bexar.  Texas,  wage  area,  and  Biunet 
County.  Texas,  should  be  redefined  as 
an  area  of  application  to  the  Bell.  Texas. 
NAF  wage  area.  Thus,  employees  paid 
from  the  Travis,  Texas,  NAF  wage 
schedule  will  remain  on  their  current 
schedule  until  Bergstrom  AFB  officially 
closes  on  October  1, 1993.  The  Federal 
Prevailing  Rate  Advisory  Committee 
reviewed  this  request  and  recommended 
approval  by  consensus. 

Pursuant  to  sections  553  (b)(3)(B)  and 
(d)(3)  of  title  5,  United  States  ^de,  I 
find  that  good  cause  exists  for  waiving 
the  general  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  to  accommodate  changes 
necessitated  by  DOD  downsizing  and 
expedite  this  wage  area  redefinition.  By 
June  1993,  Travis  County,  Texas,  did 
not  meet  the  current  criteria  for 
establishing  nonappropriated  fond  wage 
areas.  Bergstrom  ATO  does  not  have  the 


capability  to  conduct  the  Travis  County 
wage-change  survey  that  was  required  to 
begin  in  June  1993,  and  no  local  activity 
within  the  Travis  wage  area  has  the 
capability  to  conduct  a  wage  survey. 

E.0. 12291,  Federal  Regulation 

I  have  determined  that  this  is  not  a 
major  rule  as  defined  under  section  1(b) 
of  E.0. 12291,  Federal  Regulation. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

I  certify  that  these  regulations  wilt  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  they  affect  only  Federal 
agencies  and  employees. 

List  of  Subjects  in  5  CFR  Part  532 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Government  employees. 
Wages. 

U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management. 
Patricia  W.  Lattimore, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

Accordingly.  OPM  is  amending  5  CFR 
part  532  as  follows: 

PART  532--PREVAILING  RATES 
SYSTEMS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  532 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  S  U.S.C.  5343. 5346;  §  532.707 
also  issued  under  5  U.S.C.  552. 

Appendix  B  to  Subpart  B  of  Part  532— 
[Removed] 

2.  In  appendix  B  to  subpart  B  of  part 
532,  the  listing  for  the  Travis,  Texas, 
wage  area  is  removed. 

3.  Appendix  O  to  subpart  B  of  part 
532  is  amended  by  removing  the  listing 
for  the  Travis,  Texas,  wage  area  and  by 
revising  the  wage  area  listings  for  Bell. 
Texas,  and  Bexar,  Texas,  to  read  as 
follows: 

Appendix  D  to  Subpart  B  of  Patt  532— 
Nonappropriated  Fund  Wage  and 
Survey  Areas 
•  •  *  •  * 

Texas 

Bell 

Survey  Area 

Texas: 

Bell 

Area  of  Application.  Survey  Area  Plus 
Texas: 

Burnet* 

Coryell 

Falls 

Bexar 

Survey  Area 
Texas 
Bexar 
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Area  of  Application.  Survey  Area  plus 
Texas: 

Comal 
Kerr 
Travis  * 

Val  Verde 

***** 

1  Effective  date  October  1, 1993. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20909  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  amj 
BiLUNQ  CODE  632S-<>1-M 


5  CFR  Parts  872  and  873 
RIN  3206-AE64 

Federal  Employees’  Group  Life 
Insurance  Program;  Election  of 
Optional  Coverage  Upon  Divorce  or 
Death  of  a  Spouse 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Final  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (OPM)  is  publishing  final 
Federal  Employees’  Group  Life 
Insurance  (FEGLI)  Program  regulations 
to  allow  Federal  employees  who  have 
Basic  FEGLI  coverage  an  opportunity  to 
elect  Option  B  and/or  Option  C,  or  to 
add  multiples  of  Option  B,  upon  divorce 
or  death  of  a  spouse.  This  will  provide 
consistency  of  election  opportunity  for 
all  employees  who  experience  a  change 
in  family  status,  whether  upon  marriage, 
divorce,  death  of  a  spouse,  or 
acquisition  of  a  child. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  29, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Abby  L.  Block,  (202)  606-0191. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  9, 1992,  OPM  published 
proposed  regulations  (57  FR  58159)  to 
permit  FEGLI  enrollees  to  elect  coverage 
upon  divorce  or  death  of  a  spouse,  or 
add  coverage  when  the  enrollee  has 
dependent  children.  We  received 
comments  from  two  agencies  and  three 
employee  organizations.  One  agency 
commenter  suggested  several  editorial 
changes  to  increase  the  clarity  of  the 
provisions.  We  agree  and  have 
incorporated  the  suggested  changes.  The 
other  agency  commenter  recommended 
that  the  opportunity  to  elect  or  add 
Option  B  coverage  should  be  extended 
to  divorced  or  widowed  enrollees, 
regardless  of  whether  there  are  any 
dependent  children.  The  purpose  of  the 
regulatory  change  was  to  meet  the 
increased  life  insurance  needs  of  an 
enrollee  who  experiences  a  change  in 
family  responsibilities  as  a  result  of  the 
divorce  or  death  of  a  spouse.  While  a 
divorced  or  widowed  enrollee  with  no 
dependents  may  experience  changed 
financial  circumstances,  we  see  no 


compelling  argument  that  such  an 
individual  has  an  increased  need  for  life 
insurance. 

All  of  the  employee  organizations 
support  the  proposal. 

E.0. 12291,  Federal  Regulation 

I  have  determined  that  this  is  not  a 
major  rule  as  defined  under  section  1(b) 
of  E.0. 12291,  Federal  Regulation. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

I  certify  that  these  regulations  would 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  nvunber  of  small  entities 
because  they  relate  to  Federal 
employees  and  aimuitants. 

List  of  Subjects  in  5  CFR  Parts  872  and 
873 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedures.  Government  employees. 
Hostages,  life  insurance.  Retirement. 

U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management 
Patricia  W.  Lattimore, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

Accordingly,  OPM  is  amending  5  CFR 
parts  872  and  873  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citations  for  parts  872 
and  873  continue  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C  8716. 

PART  872— ADDITIONAL  OPTIONAL 
UFE  INSURANCE 

2.  Section  872.205  is  amended  by 
revising  the  first  and  last  sentences  of 
paragraph  (a)(2)  and  adding  paragraphs 
(a)(2)(i)  through  (iii)  and  revising  the 
first  and  last  sentences  of  paragraph 
(a)(4)  and  adding  paragraphs  (a)(4)(i) 
through  (iii)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  872.205  Cancellation  of  declination. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  An  employee  who  has  declined 
additional  optional  insurance  may  elect 
it  upon  his/W  marriage  or  divorce,  or 
upon  a  spouse’s  death,  or  upon  the 
acquisition  of  an  unmarried  dependent 
child  within  the  meaning  of  section 
8701(d)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code, 
and  subpart  G  of  part  873  of  this 
chapter.  *  *  *  The  number  of  multiples 
which  an  employee  may  obtain  upon 
marriage,  divorce,  death  of  a  spouse  or 
acquisition  of  unmarried  dependent 
children  is  limited  to  the  following: 

(i)  For  marriage,  the  number  of 
additional  family  members  (spouse  and/ 
or  dependent  children)  associated  with 
the  marriage; 

(ii)  For  acquisition  of  children,  the 
number  of  additional  children  acquired; 

(iii)  For  divorce  or  death  of  a  spouse, 
the  total  number  of  dependent  cffildren 
of  the  enrollee. 

***** 


(4)  An  employee  who  has  in  force 
additional  optional  insurance  of  at  least 
one  but  fewer  than  five  multiples  of 
aimual  pay  may  elect  to  increase  the 
number  of  multiples  upon  his/her 
marriage  or  divorce,  or  upon  a  spouse’s 
death,  or  upon  the  acquisition  of  an 
rmmarried  dependent  child  within  the 
meaning  of  section  8701(d)  of  title  5, 
United  States  Code,  and  subpart  G  of 
part  873  of  this  chapter.  *  *  *  The 
number  of  multiples  which  an  employee 
may  obtain  upon  marriage,  divorce, 
death  of  a  spouse  or  acquisition  of 
unmarried  dependent  cmldren  is  ’ 
limited  to  the  following: 

(i)  For  marriage,  the  niunber  of 
additional  family  members  (spouse  and/ 
or  dependent  children)  associated  with 
the  marriage; 

(ii)  For  acquisition  of  children,  the 
number  of  additional  children  acquired; 

(iii)  For  divorce  or  death  of  a  spouse, 
the  total  number  of  dependent  cffildren 
of  the  enrollee. 

***** 

PART  873— FAMILY  OPTIONAL  UFE 
INSURANCE 

3.  In  §  873.205(a),  the  first  sentence  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  872.205  Cancellation  of  declination. 

(a)  An  employee  who  has  declined  the 
family  optional  insurance  may  elect  it 
upon  his  or  her  marriage  or  divorce,  or 
upon  the  acquisition  of  an  immarried 
dependent  c^ld,  or  upon  a  spouse’s 
death,  if  the  enrollee  has  any  dependent 
children.  *  *  * 

***** 

(FR  Doc.  93-20910  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
aaimo  code  632s-oi-m 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  946 
[Docket  No.  FV93-946-2FR1 

Irish  Potatoes  Grown  In  Washington; 
Specification  of  a  Minimum  Grade 
Requirement  for  Potatoes  Packed  in 
Cartons  and  Clarification  of  the 
Handling  Regulation 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Agricultvue  (Department)  is  adopting  as 
a  final  rule,  without  change,  the 
provisions  of  an  interim  ^al  rule 
which  made  several  revisions  to  the 
handling  regulation  for  Washington  i 
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potatoes,  induding  the  lequiiement  that 
potatoes  packed  in  cartons  for  domestic 
and  export  shipment  must  be  modified 
U.S.  No.  1  grade  or  better.  Hie  revised 
requirements  are  expected  to  improve 
the  marketing  of  Wadiington  potatoes 
and  increase  returns  to  Washington 
potato  producers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  29. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT:  Jim 
WendJand.  Marketing  Specialist. 

MOAB.  F&V.  AMS.  USOA,  room 
2523-S.  P.O.  Box  96456.  Washington. 

DC  20090-6456;  telephone:  (202)  720- 
2170,  or  Dennis  West.  Marketing 
Specialist.  Marketing  Order 
Administration  Branch.  Fruit  and 
Vegetdile  Division.  At^.  USDA. 
Northwest  Marketing  Field  Office.  1220 
SW.  Third  Avenue,  room  369.  Portland, 
Oregon  97204;  telephone  (503)  326- 
2724. 

8UW»1jEMEMTARY  ■FORMATION;  This  final 
rule  is  issued  under  Marketing 
Agreement  and  Order  No.  946  (7  CFR 
part  946),  both  as  amended,  relating 
the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown  in 
the  State  of  Washington,  hereinaftBr 
referred  to  as  the  order.  The  order  is 
effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  heieinaftw 
referred  to  as  the  Act. 

This  final  rule  has  been  reviewed  by 
the  Department  in  accordaiu»  with 
Departmental  Reflation  1512-1  and 
the  criteria  contatoed  in  Executive 
Order  12291  and  has  been  determined 
to  be  a  “non-major”  rule. 

This  rule  has  oeen  reviewed  under 
Executive  Order  12778,  Civil  Justice 
Reform.  This  action  is  not  intended  to 
have  retroactive  ^ect  This  rule  will 
not  preempt  any  state  or  local  laws, 
regulations,  or  policies,  unless  they 
present  an  irreramcilable  conflict  with 
this  rule. 

The  Act  provides  that  administrative 
proceedings  must  be  exhausted  before 
parties  may  file  suit  in  court  Ihider 
section  608c(15}(A)  of  the  Act,  any 
handler  subject  to  an  order  may  file 
with  the  Secretary  a  petition  stating  that 
the  order,  any  provision  of  the  order,  or 
any  obligaticm  imposed  in  connection 
with  the  order  is  not  in  accmdance  with 
law  and  requesting  a  modificatimi  of  the 
order  or  to  be  exempted  therefrom.  A 
handler  is  afforded  the  opportunity  for 
a  hearing  on  the  petition.  After  the 
hearing  the  Secretary  would  rule  on  the 
petition.  The  Act  provides  that  the 
district  court  of  die  United  States  in  any 
district  in  wfakdi  the  handler  is  an 
inhabitant,  or  has  his  or  her  principal 
place  of  business,  has  Jurisdiction  in 
equity  to  review  the  Secretary’s  ruling 
on  dm  petition,  provided  a  bill  in  equity 
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is  filed  not  later  than  20  da]^  after  the 
date  of  the  entry  of  the  ruling. 

Pursuant  to  requirements  set  forth  in 
the  R^latory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA),  the 
Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  (AMS)  has 
consider^  the  economic  impact  of  this 
action  on  small  entities.  The  purpose  of 
the  RFA  is  to  fit  regulatory  actions  to  the 
scale  of  business  subject  to  such  actions 
in  order  that  small  businesses  will  not 
be  unduly  or  disproportionately 
burdened.  Marketing  orders  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Act,  and  rules  issued 
thereunder,  are  unique  in  that  they  are 
brought  about  throi^  group  action  of 
essentially  small  entities  acting  on  their 
own  behalf.  Thus,  both  statutes  have 
small  entity  orientation  and 
compatibility. 

There  are  about  35  handlers  of 
Washington  potatoes  subject  to 
regulation  under  the  order  and  about 
450  producers  in  dm  regulated  area. 

Small  agricultural  producers  have  been 
defined  by  the  Sm^  Business 
Administration  (13  CFR  121.601)  as 
those  having  annual  receipts  of  less  than 
$500,000,  and  small  agricultural  service 
firms  are  defined  as  those  whose  aimual 
receipts  are  less  than  $3,500,000.  The 
majority  of  these  handlers  and 
producers  may  be  classified  as  small 
entities. 

Washington  fresh  market  potato 
shipments  are  regulated  year-round  by 
grade,  size,  quality,  and  maturity.  Tb^ 
regulations  nave  b^  issued  on  a 
continuing  basis  subject  to  amendment, 
modification,  or  suspension  as  may  be 
recommended  by  the  State  of 
Washington  Potato  Committee 
(Committee).  The  Committee  met 
February  4. 1993,  and  unanimously 
recommended  a  minimum  of  modified 
U.S.  No.  1  grade  for  all  cartons. 

The  interim  fiiml  rule  was  issued  June 
3, 1993.  and  published  in  the  Fedwal 
Register  (58  FR  33016,  June  15. 1993), 
with  an  effective  date  of  June  IS.  1993. 
That  rule  amended  §  946.336  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  in  efiact  under  the 
order.  That  rule  provided  a  30-day 
comment  period  which  ended  July  15, 
1993.  No  comments  were  received. 

Section  946.336(c)  of  the  order 
specifies  minimum  grade  requirements 
for  potatoes  packed  in  cartons.  Upon 
implementation  of  the  interim  fi^  rule, 
§  646.336(c)  was  amended  to  delete  “50- 
pound”  preceding  “cartons”  so  that  it 
applies  to  any  carton.  The  Committee 
had  been  informed  by  food  service  and 
institutional  buyers,  both  domestic  and 
foreign,  that  a  smaller  carton  size  is 
more  desirable  for  some  users  than  the  ^ 
50-pound  carton.  These  buyers  indicate 
that  they  need  a  smaller  carton  that 
takes  up  less  storage  space  and  is  easier 
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to  lift  and  handle.  However,  the  buyers 
still  want  to  be  provided  with  the  same 
quality  of  potato — U.S.  No.  1  or  better. 
Previously,  potatoes  packed  in  other 
than  SO-pound  cartons  had  to  meet  only 
U.S.  No.  2  requirements.  This  change  in 
the  handling  regulation  reflftnts  the 
industry’s  current  practice  of  providing 
a  high  quality  product  to  users  of 
potatoes  packed  in  cartons. 

Also.  §  946.336(a)(2)(iv)  was  revised 
by  removing  redimdant  language. 
Previously,  the  handling  regulation 
specified  that  the  tolerances  for  size  in 
the  U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Potatoes  (Standards)  shall  apply,  except 
that  for  long  varieties  of  potatoes 
packaged  in  other  than  50-pound 
cartons  and  which  are  packed  to  meet 
a  minimum  size  and  weight  of  2Va 
inches  or  4  oimces,  a  3  percent  tolerance 
for  undersize  shall  apply.  Hie  Standards 
specify  a  3  percent  tolerance  for 
potatoes  that  are  smaller  than  the 
minimum  size,  regardless  of  the  type  of 
container  used  by  the  handler.  The 
minimum  size  under  the  handling 
regulations  for  long  variety  (Russet  type) 
potatoes  is  IVa  inches  or  4  ounces. 
Therefore,  the  3  percent  tolerance 
specified  in  the  Standards  for  long 
variety  (Russet  type)  potatoes  smdler 
than  2Vb  inches  or  4  ounces  would 
apply.  Therefore,  the  exception 
§946.336(aK2)(iv)  was  redundant  and 
has  been  remonrod. 

Finally,  paragraph  946.336(c)  was 
amended  to  clarify  that  certain  potatoes 
must  meet  ail  U.S.  No.  1  Grade 
requirements  except  size.  Previously, 
the  handling  regulation  provided  thid 
red.  yellow-fleshed  and  white  type 
potatoes,  may  be  1  inch  minimum 
diameter,  if  U.S.  No.  1  grade.  The 
handling  regulation  also  provided  that 
any  type  of  any  size  of  potato  may  be 
pack^  in  3  pound  or  less  containers  if 
the  potatoes  are  U.S.  No.  1  grade  or 
better.  The  regulation  needed  to  be 
clarified  because  the  U.S.  No.  1  Grade 
requires  a  minimum  uze  of  1%  inches 
in  diameter.  Therefore,  the  regulatory 
language  was  clarified  to  indicate  th^ 
th^  potatoes  must  be  U.S.  No.  1  in  all 
respects  except  size. 

Based  on  the  above,  the  Administr^or 
of  the  AMS  has  determined  that  this 
action  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  sn^l  entities. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  information  and 
recommendations  sifomitted  by  the 
Committee,  and  other  information,  it  Is 
found  that  finalizing  the  interim  final 
rule,  without  change,  as  publislmd  in 
the  Federal  Register  (58  FR  33016,  June 
15, 1993)  will  tend  to  e&ctuate  tlm 
declared  policy  of  the  Act 
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List  ofSdb^ecIi  in  7  Cn  Fait  MS 

Marking  agreemBOts.  I^ftaltoes^ 
Repoitix^  and  rBcordkoopiiig , 
requiraments. 

For  the  reasons  set  &irt}i  in  &e 
preamble^  7  CFR  pm!  946  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PAirr  M6-4RI5H  POTATOES  ORGfWN 
IN  WASHINGTON 

1.  Tbe  nutfaority  catetion  for  7  era 
part  946  is  revised  to  read  as  fcdfowc: 

AuiMrity:  7  USe.  601^4. 

2.  Accordingly,  dte  interim  final  rule 
amending  the  provisions  of  §946.336, 
which  was  published  in  the  Fedmal 
Register  fSB  FR  33016.  June  15, 1993), 
is  Copied  as  a  final  rule  without 
change. 

(Mate:  This  sactioD  will  aitpaar  in  the  Code 
oF  Federal  Regulatioos.] 

Dated:  Aj^ust  23. 1993. 

Robert  C.  Renwgr, 

DeputjrOireckar.  f^vitand  Vegetable  Ihviskm. 
[FR  Doc.  «1-20818  Piled  8-27-^  1:45  mo) 
BIUUNQ  CODE 

7  0FRPart10M 

[DA-93-17] 

Mik  fo  fhe  MkhSte  AiHanRc  1IM 
Area;  Order  Suepemftng  Certain 
ProvMone 

AGENCY^  AyicullMial  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACnOH:  SuspeDsum  of  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  suspends  for  the 
months  of  September  1993  thrmigh 
February  1994  the  Tequiremeol 
distributmg  plants  qualifying  lor 
pooling  undm  the  Middle  Adantic 
Federal  milk  mder  dispose  of  at  least  40 
percent  of  their  receipts  as  Class  I  use. 

As  a  result  of  the  suspension,  a  poed 
distributing  plant  must  dispose  of  at 
least  30  percent  of  its  monmly  milk 
receipts  for  fluid  purposes  In  these 
months.  The  suspension  was  requested 
by  several  cooperatives  that  r^tresent 
producers  who  supply  a  large  portion  of 
the  milk  for  the  mark^  and  is  necessary 
to  assure  that  producer  milk  which  has 
been  historically  assodatad  with  the 
market  will  continue  to  be  pooled  under 
the  order. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  1, 1993 
through  Ftfertwry  28, 1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Constnos  Id.  firanner,  Marketang 
Spacialirt,  USDA/AMS^Iaiiy  Oivincm, 
Ctedar  Fomuiltion  Bnench,  toobi  2968, 
South  Bail  ding.  P.Q.  Box  964S6, 
Wnshinghw,  DC  2!0090-«4S6,  (202)  729- 
7311, 


sumjBiEwiAwr  MxmiaATiow.  Ptioc 

document  in  this  proceeding: 

Notice  of  Proposed  Suspension: 

Issued  June  23, 1993;  published  June  29. 
1993  (58  FR  34725). 

The  Regnlatory  FlexibUity  Act  (S 
US.C  601-612)  requires  the  Aguicy  to 
examine  the  impact  of  a  proposed 
on  small  entities.  Pursuaalt  to  S  U.SX1 
606jd)L  the  Administrator  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  has 
certified  that  this  ecdoii  will  nuA  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
siAstanftial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  action  lessens  the  reguletoiy 
impact  of  the  order  on  certain  milk 
handlers  and  tends  to  ensure  that  dairy 
farmers  will  continue  to  have  their  milk 
priced  under  the  order  and  thmeby 
receive  the  benefits  that  accrue  fitM 
sudipricti^ 

Ihis  finm  rule  has  been  reviewadby 
tha  JlapflJtmAni  in  Anrnrfianra  with 
Departmental  Regulatioa  1512-1  and 
the  criteria  in  Executive  Ordor  12291, 
and  has  bean  detannined  to  he  a  ‘'non- 
major”  rule. 

'mis  suspension  of  rules  has  bean 
reviewed  under  Executive  Oder  12778. 
Civil  Justine  Reform.  This  acdon  is  not 
intendod  to  hare  ntroactive  ofieot  This 
action  wiU  not  preempt  any  State  or 
local  tows.  legM^ops.  or  poikies, 
unless  they  present  an  inwamcilable 
conflict  with  this  nila. 

The  Act  ^ovides  that  admiiiistradve 
proceeding  must  he  exhausted  before 
paitiM  may  file  suit  in  court.  Under 
section  fiO^lSMA)  of  dm  Act.  any 
hamUar  subi^  to  an  order  may  file 
with  the  Secretary  a  pstition  stating  that 
the  order,  any  provisimi  of  the  order,  or 
any  obl^atiaa  imposed  in  oouneotinn 
with  the  Older  is  not  established  ia 
accordmaoe  with  law  and  retfuestkig  a 
modififcatkm  of  an  order  or  an 
exemption  bora  the  order.  A  haiuUer  is 
afforded  the  o^ortuiiity  for  a  hairmg 
on  the  patkioa.  After  a  heaih^  the 
Seoietary  would  rule  on  the  petition. 
The  Act  {Htmdes  thM  the  district  court 
of  the  United  States  in  any  dtetiict  in 
whidi  the  handler  is  aa  inh^tent.  or 
has  its  priruapal  place  of  business,  hts 
juiisdicfion  in  eqmty  to  review  die 
Secretary's  ruling  on  the  petition, 
provided  a  bill  in  equity  is  filed  not 
later  than  20  days  aftm  date  of  die  eidiy 
of  the  ruling. 

This  order  of  suspension  is  Issued 
pursiiant  to  the  pnMaons  of  the 
Agricnltux^  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amentfod  (7  U.SXl  ^11-674). 
and  of  the  order  regulafing  the  handfing 
of  milk  in  ^li/6ddle  Adandc 
marketing  area. 

Ifotioe  of  pioposad  lulemakiiig  was 
piddisfaed  in  tfaa  Fadaral  Irgiiter  on 
June  29. 1983  (58  ra  3472S)  ooooemtog 


a  pBopoaedsuspanatoaofceitoiu 
provisions  of  tM  order.  IntersSted 
persons  teura  afiorded  oppoftnuRy  to 
file  written  data,  views,  and  argunwnls 
thenoo.  Ona  oonuaeaft  supporting  the 
proposed  suspension  was  received,  and 
is  aumnwrinad  in  the  stateaMirt  of 
consideradon. 

AAiw^-rafiHMraiitinH  frf  all  «wiiWMnt 

malBiiai.indarihigtfaapBBposaimiiie 
notice,  the  comments  received,  and 
other  avaiUde  iafaraiation.  it  is  henby 
found  and  detatminad  that  fm  the 
months  of  Septeosbar  1993  IhroE^ 
Fefanmxy  1994  the  following  provisaans 
of  the  oniar  do  not  tend  to  eiBKtnale  the 
deefored  poticy  of  the  Acb 
In  Sl004.7(^.  the  words  "40  peroeat 
in  the  months  ^  Septoaabar  throng 
February,  and”  and  "in  the  months  of 
March  through  Augnrt”. 

StaiennBt  of  Omnderadon 

For  the  months  of  September  1993 
throu^  February  1994,  diis  action 
suspcK^  provisioQS  of  the  Middle 
AtlejMfo  milk  order  for  die  purpose  of 
reducing  the  parceotage  (tf  a  poed 
distributii;^  plant's  receipts  mat  must  be 
disposed  of  for  Oast  I  purposes  for  each 
of  ^  months  covarod  by  this  action  to 
tha  30  percent  level  effe^ve  for  other 
memths.  IXiring  the  months  the 
suspension  is  ^active,  distributing 
plants  pooled  under  the  Middle  Atlantic 
milk  order  will  have  to  use  at  least  30 
percent,  rather  diea  40  percent,  of  their 
monthly  milk  receipts  as  Qess  1  milL 
The  susp^ision  was  requested  by 
several  cooperative  associatinns  d:^ 
represent  about  90  percent  of  the 
nr^rket's  producer  milk.  Since  1990.  the 
percenter  of  the  Middle  Atlantic 
market’s  producer  milk  used  in  Class  1 
Ims  decraftted.  For  example,  in  February 
1990, 52  percent  of  Middle  Adaatic 
producer  milk  was  uaed  in  Class  1 
compared  with  only  45  percent  for  the 
same  month  in  1993. 

In  additiem,  two  large  Order  4 
distrUxSdng  planis  wi&  which  Urge 
volumes  of  Order  4  diverted  milk  hwi 
been  associated  recently  became 
regulated  under  tihe  New  York-New 
Jers^  mder.  Under  Order  4.  diverted 
milk  is  included  in  the  receipts  of  the 
plant  firom  which  the  milk  is  diverted  in 
detensiaiiig  adaather  sach  plant  aaeets 
the  miniimjmClBKluseperoenti^to 
qualify  as  a  pool  plant. 

As  a  Goasaquence  rd  the  above  xeceoi 
chaogu  ia  HMiiQaidng  condhioas  in  tbe 
Mid(Ue  Atkntic  area,  tbe  cooperative 
association  handlers  of  most  of  the 
producer  milk  in  the  mariceting  area  are 
ej^eitondcRg  diffomlly  assooating  all  of 
their  diverted  producer  milk  with  the 
remaiaiag  distributaig  planit  now 
regulated  amdsrtlm  hifidiUs  Atlenilic 
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order  without  affecting  the  pool  status 
of  the  milk  and/or  the  plants. 

A  comment  supporting  the  proposed 
suspension  was  filed  by  Dairylea 
Cooperative.  Inc.,  on  the  basis  that  the 
suspension  would  assure  that 
uneconomic  and  inefficient  movements 
of  milk  would  not  be  required  to 
maintain  the  pool  status  of  the  milk  of 
producers  historically  associated  with 
the  market. 

The  suspension  is  found  to  be 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  assuring 
that  producers’  milk  will  not  have  to  be 
moved  in  an  imeconomic  and  inefficient 
manner  to  assure  that  producers  whose 
milk  has  long  been  associated  v)(ith  the 
Middle  Atlantic  marketing  area  will 
continue  to  benefit  horn  pooling  and 
pricing  under  the  order.  . 

It  is  nereby  found  and  determined 
that  thirty  days'  notice  of  the  effective 
date  hereof  is  impractical,  unnecessary 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest  in 
that: 

(a)  The  suspension  is  necessary  to 
reflect  current  marketing  conditions  and 
to  assure  orderly  marketing  conditions 
in  the  marketing  area,  in  that  such 
action  is  necessary  to  permit  the 
continued  pooling  of  the  milk  of  dairy 
farmers  who  have  historically  supplied 
the  market  without  the  need  for  making 
costly  and  inefficient  movements  of 
milk; 

(b)  This  suspension  does  not  require 
of  persons  affected  substantial  or 
extensive  preparation  prior  to  the 
effective  date;  and 

(c)  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
was  given  interested  parties  and  they 
were  afforded  opportimity  to  file  written 
data,  views  or  arguments  concerning 
this  suspension.  One  comment 
supporting  the  suspension  was  received. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  order  effective  less  than  30 
days  firom  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  1004 

Milk  marketing  orders. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  the  following  provisions  in 
title  7  part  1004  are  suspended  as 
follows: 

PART  1004— MILK  IN  THE  MIDDLE 
ATLANTIC  MARKETING  AREA 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  1004  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  601-674. 

§  1004.7  [TMnporarily  suspended  In  part] 

2.  In  §  1004.7(a),  the  words  "40 
percent  in  the  months  of  September 
through  February,  and”  and  “in  the 


months  of  March  through  August”,  are 
suspended. 

Dated:  August  23. 1993. 

Eugene  Branstool, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Marketing  and  Inspection 
Services. 

(FR  Doc  93-20974  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BHJJNO  CODE  M10-02-P 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 

8  CFR  Part  329 
[INS  No.  1404-92] 

RIN  1115-AC31 

Special  Classes  of  Persons  Who  May 
Be  Naturalized:  Naturalization  Based 
Upon  Active  Duty  Service  in  the  United 
States  Armed  Forces  During  Specified 
Periods  of  Hostilities 

AGENCY:  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  Justice. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  amends  the 
regulations  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  (the  Service) 
relating  to  the  naturalization  of  aliens 
based  upon  military  service  during 
periods  of  hostilities.  This  rule 
implements  section  405  of  the 
Immigration  Act  of  1990  (IMMACT), 
which  allows  for  the  naturalization  of 
natives  of  the  Philippines,  based  upon 
certain  active  duty  military  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
during  World  War  II,  who  would  not 
otherwise  be  eligible  for  naturalization. 
It  also  implements  section  113  of  The 
Department  of  Justice  and  Related 
Agencies  Appropriations  Act,  1993, 
(“1993  DOJ  Appropriations  Act”), 
which  permits  the  interviewing  and 
natiiralization  of  these  persons  in  the 
Philippines  and  extends  the  application 
period  through  February  2, 1995. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
August  30, 1993.  This  rule  applies  to 
applications  for  naturalization  filed  on 
or  after  November  29, 1990,  and  before 
February  3, 1995. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Stella  Jarina,  Chief,  Naturalization  and 
Special  Projects  Branch,  Adjudications 
Division,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service,  425 1  Street, 
NW..  room  7223,  .Washington  DC, 
20536,  Telephone:  (202)  514-5014. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  March 
15. 1991,  at  56  FR  11060,  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
published  an  interim  rule  with  request 
for  comments  to  amend  Service 


regulations  in  Title  8  of  the  Code  of 
F^eral  Regulations,  part  329,  by 
changing  the  title  of  the  part  and  adding 
a  new  §  329.5.  This  was  necessary  to 
implement  section  405  of  IMMACT 
which  provides  for  the  naturalization  of 
certain  natives  of  the  Philippines  based 
upon  certain  active  duty  military  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  during  World  War  II.  Section  405 
provides  that  those  persons  with 
qualifying  service  may  be  naturalized  as 
citizens  of  the  United  States  without 
having  been  lawfully  admitted  to  the 
United  States  for  permanent  residence, 
or  without  having  enlisted  within  the 
United  States  or  other  qualifying  area  as 
required  by  section  329  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  of 
1952,  as  amended  (“the  Act”).  Section 
405  also  waives  the  requirement  that  an 
applicant  for  naturalization  must  intend 
to  reside  in  the  United  States  after 
naturalization,  allowing  these  newly 
naturalized  citizens  to  reside  in  the 
Philippines  after  naturalization.  Section 
113  of  the  DOJ  Appropriations  Act, 
which  was  enacted  on  October  6, 1992, 
permits  the  interviewing  and 
naturalization  of  these  persons  in  the 
Philippines  until  February  2, 1996,  and 
extends  the  application  period  through 
February  2, 1995.  Other  than  these 
exemptions,  applicants  are  required  by 
statute  to  comply  with  all  other 
requirements  of  naturalization  under 
section  329  of  the  Act. 

The  interim  rale  provided  specific 
documentary  requirements  that 
applicants  must  meet  in  order  to  apply 
for  naturalization  under  this  section. 

The  interim  rule  also  provided  for 
central  processing  of  applications 
submitted  from  outside  the  United 
States.  The  interim  rule  further 
provided  that  the  Service  will  designate 
an  interview  site  in  the  United  States 
where  applicants  will  be  interviewed, 
imless  an  applicant  specifically  requests 
a  different  interview  site  when 
submitting  the  application.  The 
interview  site  designated  by  the  Service 
will  be  one  where  the  adjudication  of 
applications  can  be  conducted  most 
efficiently,  so  that  the  naturalization  of 
applicants  can  be  completed  within  a 
short  period  of  time  upon  completion  of 
the  interview.  Interested  parties  were 
invited  to  submit  written  comments  to 
the  interim  rule  by  April  15, 1991. 

Discussion  of  Comments  on  Interim 
Rule 

Dxiring  the  30-day  comment  period, 
the  Service  received  105  comments,  all 
of  which  were  reviewed  and  considered 
in  developing  this  final  rule.  The 
Service  has  also  noted  the  views  of  135 
late  commenters  who  addressed  many 
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of  the  ssDie  issues  end  expnased 
concerns  arniiar  to  ^osa  pceviousl^ 
submitted. 

M\imQrioiip.rT>mm«>T\tnrc  /tj4a--jige<ut 

issues  that  either  cleady  exceeded  the 
scope  of  section  405  of  1MMA.CT  oar 
were  not  within  the  Service's  nde- 
making  authority  .  These  areas  are  listed 
below. 

(1)  Requests  were  made  that  section 

405  heoe&ts  he  exteoded  to  persons  who 
served  in  the  United  Stetes  Aimed 
Forces  during  World  War  1.  the  Koreen 
conflkt.  or  t3^  Vietnam  eras.  However, 
the  dates  of  quailing  aenrioe  refleoted 
in  the  regiilation  are  those  dates 
mandated  by  the  statute. 

(2)  Requests  were  made  that  section 

406  benefits  be  eximded  to  the  widows 


benefits.  However,  the  statute  provides 
only  for  the  naturalization  of  tte  parsoii 
who  perfoomed  the  qimlifycng  military 
servioe. 

(3)  Requests  wen  made  that  the 
families  of  the  newly  natundieed 
oiUcens  be  exempted  from  ueiBi^nnt 
visa  (puitas.  Ihe  sMwte,  however,  did 
not  provide  for  any  imm^EatioB  benefits 
for  family  members  and  section  201  of 
the  Act  is  specific  as  to  who  may  be 
exempted  ^m  immigrant  visa 
numerical  restrictions. 

(4)  Reqoests  were  made  to  have 
veterans  benefits  made  availaUe  to 
persons  who  wonH  be  naturalized 
under  section  405  orto  pronridetbat 
veterans  benefits  for  persons  who  served 
in  the  Philippine  Array  {and  recognized 
guenilla  traits)  be  the  same  as  for  those 
persons  who  serred  in  the  United  States 
Army.  Ihe  stsftnte,  however,  did  not 
provide  for  eny  tbnngBS  in  veterans 
benefite  nor  does  the  Service  have  die 
authority  %o  pinmu^ate  regulations 
affecting  veterans  bmefite. 

fS)  Rscfuests  wem  made  ttat  persons 
born  outside  the  Philippines  of  Filipino 
parents  who  are  cmimdWed  citizens  by 
the  Philippine  Goveminorit  he  included 
in  the  regulations.  The  statote  provides 
only  for  die  naturalization  of  perstms 
bom  in  the  Fhilippinos. 

Mmiy  of  the  comramiters  objected  to 
parts  of  the  regulation  on  the  basis  that 
these  parts  «rs  not  consl^erft  with 
sections  701  and  792  of  the  fmraig^tion 
Act  of  1948.  The  1940  Act  speoifoally 
provided  dsat  applicants  under  those 
sections  would  not  he  chaiged  any  fees 
and  would  be  eicempt  from  die  normal 
literacy  and  edooadontd  requirements. 
Although  section  405  of  IMMACT  was 
intend^  to  provide  relief  to  persons 
who  would  have  been  under 

soctkiss701ar702ofthB  1940  Act  bttt 
for  the  gxparatkwsrrfitheee  sections  in 
1948.  at  was  noit  merely  a  restateaeflit  of 


dw  IMO  Act.  hi  1988,  die  Supreme 
Court  held  that  the  expiration  of  these 
provinbm  left  die  courts  of  the  United 
States  without  authority  to  natuxtiine 
aliens  rmder  die  expired  provMons.  &fS 
v.  PangrhiHra,  486  U.S.  876  {1988).  It  is 
clear  fim  both  dm  language  and  the 
legishMive  fairtory  of  se^on  405  drat 
Congrem  inftaaded  dut  appKcaots  imder 
this  eectkm  be  sataialxBed  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  naturahzatioB  law 
curseudy  in  foroe. 

GammeWkeis  also  requested  that  all 
f ees  i^atnag  to  the  naturalizatlrai 
pcooess  be  waived  fiu  the  a:I^)iicaals 
under  section  405.  The  comwiMrters 
stated  that  aeany  or  most  of  the  poteirtial 


regulatioa.  Gooramirters  elso  Staled  diet 
no  foes  should  be  required  under 
section  405  maoe  none  wore  required 
under  eection  791  of  the  1940  Act 
SectaoB  344U9(11  ^  dm  Act  specially 
provides  that  a  te  be  dsraged  hv  die 
“making,  fflling  and  dool^ag  of  .M 
applioatkiB  fersaturdlzatioR  *  *  **, 
Without  specific  Statutory  authority  to 
exempt  ^^ificeiits  nnd«r  sectimi  4^ 
fiwn  dseee  foes,  dm  Service  can  not 
exempt  these  appficents  as  a  rdass  from 
the  appropriate  fees. 

Numerous  oommenters  a^md  dmt  the 
Ei^llish  tangoage  requirement  and  the 
testmgon  States  Goverammit 

and  history  be  wmved  for  these 
appiicMtB  beoauee  of  the  applicants* 
advancisg  age  or  because  th^ 
requiremeBtewerenotincfadedln 
se^on  791  of  the  1940  Act.  However, 
peceons  who  may  be  exempted  from  dm 
language  requirement  are  spedSed  hi 
section  312  of  dm  Act  n  persons  who 
are  at  least  50  years  of  age  who  hare 
resided  hi  dm  United  States  for  20  years 
following  lawful  admission  for 
permtuient  residence,  persons  who  are 
at  least  95  years  of  age  who  have  residad 
in  dm  United  States  for  15  years  after 
lawful  admissian  for  permanent 
residence,  and  persons  who  are 
physically  inctqMble  td  rratfing,  writing, 
or  spe^ng.  No  persons  are  exempted 
from  (hsplaying  alcnowiedgeof  Unrtod 
States  Governmemt  mad  Mstory . 

Two  comBieoters  vfuestioaed  the 
evidence  that  wouM  beaooeptod  as 
proof  of  milita^  service  and  the 
appropriateness  of  the  oertiScation  of 
military  aervioa  -cm  Form  N-426.  These 
comawBteix  leoonmmnded  that  Form 
N-426  be  amended  to  reflect  qualifying 
service  In  dm  Phibpinne  Anny, 
PhilipfMns  Scants,  m  recognizerd 
guerrilla  units.  Other  cosMBonters 


suggwted  that  dm  records  of  the 
PhilippBM  Armed  Forces  and  the 
Philippine  Veterans  Board,  as  well  as 
affidavits  of  disinterested  persons 
attestmg  to  «i  applicant’s  active  duty 
serrioe.  he  faanmnd  equally  with  1ho» 
of  the  Uirited  ^ates  Army  with  regard 
to  the  qualifyiitg  military  service.  The 
language  us^  on  Form  N-426, 
Certifiartion  Militaiy  Service,  is  not 
specific  to  any  oae  unit  of  the  mifitaTy. 
*^eref6re,  it  is  not  necessary  to  devei^ 
a  new  form  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
certifying  the  milkary  service  of  this 
grou^  of  iq)p11cant5. 

Seotioa  329(al  of  the  Act  states,  in 
peituDe^  part,  that  "The  executive 
departmeet  uadur  which  such  pecscm 
served  shail  (esapbesis  sddedj 
determine  whether  persons  haw  served 
honorably  in  an  active  dwty  status.’* 
Sectian  329#d(33  forther  proeidas  that 
“service  ia  the  aailstary,  ear,  or  nvxi 
forcos  of  the  United  States  shalf 
(emphasu  widodl  be  proved  by  a  dvfy 
authaatspeted  certified  from  the 
execative  depertmaaet  wder  which  the 
applicant  eeiwd  *  *  ***.  No  provisiaa 
exists  for  the  eeoognilinn  of  cnm.pcfiirt'i 
oftheGovenaaeatofths  Phttippmascsr 
any  other  foeaignfovenBnsntasn 
eaeoiliw  afopHtnaart  of  the  Uailed 
^ates.  Additiooaily,  a  fBogpma  la 
validate  dasms  of  duBSB  FTUpiDaa  vdw 
seivKi  in  World  War  H  took  ptooB  boa 
May  194Si,  thnai^  jhim  1943.  Thoee 
verifiable  records  tx  FUfippiao  Soauts 
are  Bauttataad  at  tha  blatiooal 
Personaet  Records  Oeaiter  fl^litary 
Pocsaanel  Rooonfo).  9t  Loids,  ifiasouri, 
a  branch  of  the  Mafionel  Aidhives. 

While  them  was  soam  destmctsoa  of 
master  personae!  end  medkad  reoeids 
perteinhiigto  persons  who  served  mdm 
Uiriled  States  Arsay  ff^iilippbN  SoouM 
due  to  a  fim  at  the  St.  Louis  focihty,  dial 
ageacy  has  access  to  other  officael  files 
including  umt  records,  payr<kl  records, 
and  other  military  recoil  from  which 
the  apphcB^s  mditaay  serrioe  can  be 
reoarartractod  for  those  affected  files. 
The  officiri  mpository  frir  records  of 
pnsoRS  who  served  m  the  Philippine 
Array  and  the  recognized  gtmrrilla  unrts 
durmg  Worid  Wmr  fl  is  the  Umted  States 
Array  Reserve  PersoBnei  Center  at  St. 
Louis,  Mteeottii.  Anslysta  assochited 
with  that  Gentor  have  access  to  the 
various  rostors  of  the  guerriifo  rants, 
files  relatedto  dairas  for  arrears  in  pay. 
as  smO  as  various  other  saiHtary  records 
for  use  in  oeilifying  rrafitray  service. 
While  affidavits  from  individuals  were 
statutorily  acceptable  under  section  791 
of  the  1940  Act.  tlmy  are  not  acceptable 
under  section  329  of  the  ACL  Therefore, 
a  new  paragraph  1^  of$329i^hasbeen 
added  to  clarify  that  only  certifications 


and/or  survivals  of  persons  who.  if  still 
alive,  might  have  been  eligible  for  these 


ap^toante  are  aged,  ttnempfoyed,  end 
very  poor.  Oureirtiy,  8  CFR 193. Tfd 
rovidec  fora  wahrer  of  foes  one  case- 
y-case  basis  for  persons  aho  are  aneible 
to  pay.  Thmefore,  there  is  no  need  to 
include  an  addfifidaai  walvar  in  this 
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from  the  United  States  Anny  Reserve 
Personnel  Center,  St  Loiiis,  Missouri, 
and  the  National  Personnel  Records 
Center,  St  Louis,  Missoviri.  will  be 
accepted  as  proof  of  military  service. 

This  additional  paragraph  is  merely  a 
restatement  of  current  Service  policy. 

The  Service  notes  that  there  exist 
provisions  for  the  correction  of  military 
service  records.  10  U.S.C  1552.  If  the 
relevant  military  personnel  records 
center  is  unable  to  verify  an  applicant’s 
military  service,  the  applicant  may  want 
to  pursue  that  alternative.  If  the  request 
for  correction  of  records  results  in  the 
issuance  of  the  proof  of  service  required 
under  the  new  paragraph  329.5(g),  the 
applicant  would  then  be  able  to  satisfy 
the  natiiralization  requirements  of 
section  329  of  the  Act  and  section  405 
oflMMACT. 

One  commenter  felt  that  the 
amendments  to  the  previous  regulation 
were  unnecessary,  since  the  previous 
regulation  was  adequate  to  implement 
section  405.  However,  section  405 
added  requirements,  such  as  the  one 
which  requires  the  applicant  to  be  bom 
in  the  Philippines,  wlddi  were  not 
addressed  in  the  previous  regulation  at 
8  CFR  part  329.  Nor  can  the  procedures 
under  the  previous  regulation 
accommodate  the  filing  of  thousands  of 
applicatioru  from  abroad  within  a  short 
period  of  time.  It  is  the  intent  of  this 
regulation  to  both  clarify  the  evidence 
required  and  provide  a  mechanism  for 
the  filing  and  processing  of  large 
numbers  of  applications  from  abroad. 

Many  of  the  commenters  requested 
that  applicants  be  either  interviewed  in, 
or  permitted  to  naturalize  in  the 
Philippines.  Other  commenters 
suggested  that  if  the  Service  was  unable 
to  naturalize  persons  in  the  Philippines, 
then  applicants  should  be  interviewed 
in  the  Philippines  and  then  have 
arrangements  made  for  them  to  travel  to 
the  United  States  for  the  actual 
naturalization  ceremony.  Several 
commenters  suggested  that  Agana, 
Guam,  be  designated  as  the  designated 
interview  site.  On  October  6, 1992, 
however,  the  President  signed  into  law 
the  1993  DO)  Appropriations  Act. 
Section  113  of  the  DO)  Appropriations 
Act  authorizes  the  Se^ce  to  conduct 
V  naturalization  proceedings  under 

IMMACT  section  405  in  die  Philippines 
during  the  period  from  February  3, 

1993,  through  Febmary  2, 1996.  Section 
329.5(d)  has  been  amended  to  provide 
for  the  conduct  of  interviews  in  Manila, 
Philippines. 

Several  commenters  objected  to  the 
requirement  of  §  329.5(b)(2)  that  persons 
who  have  resided  outside  the  United 
States  during  the  last  five  years  provide 
police  clearances  for  t^t  period  of  time. 


The  objection  was  based  on  the  feet  that 
they  felt  that  honorable  military  service 
alone  %vas  sufficient  for  naturalization 
and  this  had  not  been  required  imder 
section  701  of  the  1940  Act  Under 
section  329  of  the  Act,  those  persons 
who  have  served  honorably  in  the 
United  States  Armed  Forces,  if  now 
disdiar^,  must  still  establish  good 
moral  character  for  a  reasonable  time 
immediately  preceding  the 
naturalization.  For  persons  who  have 
been  residing  in  the  United  States,  the 
Service  is  able  to  check  the  records  of 
the  various  law  enforcement  agencies  of 
the  United  States  and  generally  has  had 
access  to  the  applicant’s  criminal 
records  abroad  via  the  immigrant  visa 
process.  The  requirement  for  a  police 
clearance  has  bmn  determined  to  be  a 
reasonable  way  to  investigate  the 
applicant’s  go^  moral  character.  This 
process  has  been  used  in  the 
enforcement  of  other  provisions  of  the 
Act  and  the  Service  believes  this  is  not 
an  unreasonable  burden  on  the 
applicant.  Contrary  to  the  statements  of 
some  of  the  commenters,  this  is  not  a 
requirement  for  a  “Certificate  of  Good 
Moral  Character.’’  Therefore,  this 
requirement  will  not  be  eliminated. 

This  final  rule  amends  paramph  (e) 
to  reflect  the  extension  of  the  filing 
period  provided  by  the  Appropriations 
Act  to  February  2, 1995. 

In  that  the  natu^zation  regulations 
in  general  do  not  contemplate 
naturalization  outside  the  United  States, 
paragraphs  (h)  and  (i)  have  been  added 
to  provide  exemptions  from  other 
re^atory  sections  which  make  specific 
reference  to  the  naturalization  taking 
place  within  the  United  States,  either  in 
the  context  of  the  conduct  of  the 
ceremony,  or  in  reference  to  revocation 
procedures. 

This  final  rule  also  includes  the 
correct  zip  code  for  the  Lincoln, 
Nebraska,  processing  center,  which  is 
“68508.’’ 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C  605(b), 
the  Commissioner  of  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  certifies  that 
this  rule  does  not  have  a  significant 
adverse  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
This  is  not  a  major  rule  as  defined  in 
Section  1(b)  of  E.0. 12992,  nor  does  this 
rule  have  Federalism  implications 
warranting  the  preparation  of  a  Federal 
Assessment  in  accordance  with  E.O. 
12612. 

The  information  collection 
requirement  in  this  rule  has  been 
cleared  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  imder  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act.  The  0MB 
Control  Number  for  this  collection  is 
contained  in  8  CFR  299.5 


List  of  Subjects  in  8  CFR  Part  329 

Citizenship  and  naturalization. 
Military  persoimel.  Reporting  and 
recordl^ping  requirements.  Veterans. 

Accordhigly,  the  interim  rule 
amending  part  329  which  was 
published  at  56  FR 11060-11061  on 
March  15, 1991,  is  adopted  as  final  with 
the  following  changes; 

PART  329— SPECIAL  CLASSES  OF 
PERSONS  WHO  MAY  BE 
NATURALIZED:  NATURALIZATION 
BASED  UPON  ACTIVE  DUTY  SERVICE 
IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  ARMED 
FORCES  DURING  SPECIFIED 
PERIODS  OF  HOSTILITIES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  329 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  8  U.S.C.  1103, 1440, 1443. 

1329.5  (Amended] 

2.  In  §  329.5,  paragraph  (c)  is 
amended  by  reidsing  the  reference: 
“68509”  to  read:  “68508”. 

3.  Section  329.5  is  amended  bv: 

a.  Revising  paragraphs  (d)  ana  (e);  and 

b.  Adding  paragraphs  (^,  (h),  and  (i) 
to  read  as  follows: 

1329.5  Natives  of  the  Philippines  with 
active  duty  service  during  World  War  R. 

WWW** 

(d) (1)  A  person  residing  in  the 
Philippines  shall  be  examined  on  his  or 
her  application  at  Manila,  Philippines, 
unless  he  or  she  indicates  in  the 
application  a  preference  to  be 
interviewed  in  the  United  States.  Those 
persons  wishing  to  be  interviewed  in 
the  United  States  shall  submit  with  the 
application  a  statement  listing  the 
desired  location  and  the  reasons 
therefor.  The  Service  may  interview  the 
applicant  at  a  difierent  site  other  than 
the  one  requested  if  it  would,  in  fact,  be 
in  the  best  interest  of  the  applicant  to  do 
so. 

(2)  A  person  residing  outside  the 
United  States  and  outside  the 
Philippines  may  request  to  be 
interviewed  in  the  Philippines  or  in  the 
United  States.  If  such  a  person  elects  to 
be  interviewed  in  the  Pffilippines,  he  or 
she  will  be  solely  responsible  for 
obtaining  the  necessary  documents  for 
entry  into  the  Philippines. 

(e)  To  be  considered  an  application 
for  naturalization  imder  section  405,  the 
application  must  be  received  by  the 
^rvice  no  earlier  than  Noveml^r  29, 
1990,  and  no  later  than  February  2, 
1995. 

***** 

(g)  The  service  described  in 
$  329.5(a)(2)  shall  be  provided  solely  by 
the  duly  authenticated  records  of  the 
United  States  Army  Reserve  Personnel 
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Records,  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  or  the 
National  Personnel  Records  Center,  St. 
Louis,  Missouri. 

(h)  Irrespective  of  the  requirement  in 
§  337.2(a)  of  this  chapter  that  an 
administrative  oath  ceremony  be 
conducted  in  the  United  States  and 
within  the  jurisdiction  in  which  the 
application  was  filed  or  was  transferred 
pursuant  to  §  335.9  of  this  chapter,  the 
administrative  oath  ceremony  for  an 
applicant  under  this  section  may  be 
held  within  the  geographical  limits  of 
the  Philippines,  provided  the 
examination  on  the  application  was 
conducted  in  the  Philippines. 

(i)  If  it  should  be  necessary  to  institute 
revocation  proceedings  pursuant  to 
section  340  of  the  Act  in  the  case  of  a 
person  naturalized  outside  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  §  329.5  and  he  or  she 
has  never  resided  in  the  United  States, 
the  report  of  facts  required  in  §  340.11 
of  this  chapter  shall  ^  made  to  the 
district  dii^or  having  jurisdiction  over 
the  person’s  ciurent  residence  outside 
the  United  States. 

Dated:  April  21, 1993. 

Chris  Sale, 

Acting  Commissioner,  Immigration  and 
Natumlization  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20981  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BHXING  CODE  4410-10-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Office  of  Thrift  Supervision 

12  CFR  Parts  506  and  574 

[93-871 

RIN  1550-AA36 

Agency  Disapprovai  of  Directors  and 
Senior  Executive  Officers  of  Savings 
Associations  and  Savings  and  Loan 
Holding  Companies 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Thrift  Supervision, 
Treasury. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Thrift 
Supervision  (OTS)  is  amending  its 
acquisition  of  control  regulations,  to  add 
a  new  section  implementing  section  32 
of  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act, 
enacted  as  section  914  of  the  Financial 
Institutions  Reform,  Recovery,  and 
Enforcement  Act  of  1989.  The  new 
section  requires  certain  savings 
associations  and  savings  £md  loan 
holding  companies  to  file  a  notice  with 
the  OTS  prior  to  adding  or  replacing  a 
member  of  the  board  of  directors  and 
prior  to  employing  an  individual  in  a 
position,  or  changing  the 
responsibilities  of  an  individual  into 


another  position,  as  a  senior  executive 
officer.  The  new  regulation  defines  the 
terms  “senior  executive  officer”  and 
“troubled  condition,”  establishes 
procedures  for  filing  required  notices, 
and  clarifies  the  types  of  changes  in 
control  of  a  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company  that 
require  notices  imder  section  32. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  29, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  John 
P.  Harootimian,  Senior  Counsel,  (202) 
906-6415,  V.  Gerard  Comizio,  Deputy 
Chief  Counsel,  (202)  906-6411, 

Corporate  and  Seciuities  Division;  Mary 
Jo  Johnson,  Policy  Analyst,  Supervision, 
(202)  906-5739;  Jackie  Durham,  Project 
Manager,  (202)  906-6712,  David  A. 
Sjogren,  Program  Manager,  Corporate 
.^alysis,  (202)  906-6739;  Office  of 
Thrift  Supervision,  1700  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20552. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

On  August  9, 1989,  the  Financial 
Institutions  Reform,  Recovery,  and 
Enforcement  Act  of  1989  (FIRREA), 
Public  Law  101-73, 103  Stat.  183, 484- 
5,  was  enacted  into  law.  Section  914  of 
FIRREA  added  section  32  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Act  (FDIA),  codified 
at  12  U.S.C.  1831i  (section  32),  which 
requires  that  certain  savings 
associations  and  savings  and  loan 
holding  companies  furnish  the  OTS 
with  at  least  30  days  notice  prior  to 
adding  any  individual  to  the  board  of 
directors  or  employing  any  individual 
as  a  senior  executive  officer. 

Savings  associations  and  savings  and 
loan  holding  companies  subject  to 
section  32  are  prohibited  firom  adding 
an  individual  as  a  member  of  the  board 
of  directors,  or  employing  an  individual 
as  a  senior  executive  officer,  if  the  OTS 
issues  a  notice  of  disapproval  of  the 
addition  or  employment  of  such 
individual.  The  OTS  must  disapprove  a 
notice  if  it  finds  that  the  competence, 
experience,  character,  or  integrity  of  an 
inffividual  indicates  that  it  would  not  be 
in  the  best  interests  of  the  depositors  of 
the  savings  association  or  the  public  for 
the  individual  to  be  employed  by,  or 
associated  with,  the  savings  association 
or  savings  and  loan  holding  company. 
The  OTS  initially  provided  interim 
guid£mce  concerning  compliance  with 
section  32  in  Thrift  Bulletin  45  (April 
25, 1990). 

II.  Summary  of  Proposal 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule, 
published  in  the  F^eral  Register  on 
August  5, 1991,  56  FR  37162  (August  5, 
1991),  solicited  public  comment  on  all 
aspects  of  the  proposal  for  a  30*day 


comment  period.  The  proposed  rule 
provided  ffiat  a  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company  is 
subject  to  the  notice  requirement  if  the 
savings  association  or  savings  emd  loan 
holding  company:  (1)  Has  bmn 
charted  less  than  two  years  in  the  case 
of  a  savings  association;  (2)  has 
imdergone  a  change  in  control  within 
the  preceding  two  years;  or  (3)  is  not  in 
compliance  with  the  minimum  capital 
requirements  applicable  to  such  savings 
association  or  is  otherwise  in  a 
“troubled  condition.”  The  proposed 
rule  included  definitions  of  “director,” 
“senior  executive  officer,”  and 
“troubled  condition,”  and  elaborated  on 
the  type  of  “change  in  control”  that 
triggered  the  written  notice  requirement. 

Ine  proposed  rule  also  set  forth 
procedures  for  the  filing  of  written 
notices,  for  the  OTS’s  processing  of  the 
notices  and  requests  for  additional 
information,  and  for  determining  when 
the  statutory  30'day  review  period 
begins.  Under  the  proposed  rule, 
individuals  could  assume  their  posts  if 
the  OTS  issued  a  notice  of  intent  not  to 
disapprove.  As  permitted  by  section  32. 
the  proposed  rule  provided  for  waivers 
of  the  prior  notice  requirement.  Finally, 
the  proposed  rule  set  forth  groimds  for 
disapproval  prescribed  by  section  32 
and  established  an  appeal  procedure  for 
cases  where  the  OTS  disapproved  an 
individual’s  service  as  a  cUrector  or 
senior  executive  officer. 

Upon  consideration  of  all  the 
comments  received  dining  the  public 
comment  period,  the  OTS  is  adopting 
the  proposal  with  some  modifications, 
described  below,  in  order  to  implement 
section  32  and  also  to  clarify  and 
provide  guidemce  on  various  issues  that 
have  arisen  in  the  application  of  these 
provisions. 

in.  Summary  of  Comments 

The  OTS  received  a  total  of  15 
comment  letters  in  response  to  the 
proposal,  including  8  from  savings 
associations  and  savings  and  loan 
holding  companies,  3  from  trade 
associations,  and  4  fi'om  law  firms  that 
represent  financial  institutions.  All  of 
the  commenters  supported  the  proposal. 
The  OTS  has  carefully  considered  all  of 
the  comments  received  during  the 
comment  period.  The  OTS  also  has 
reviewed  the  interim  final  rules 
promulgated  by  the  other  Federal 
banking  agencies  and  has  sought  to 
adopt  consistent  provisions  in  order  to 
provide  a  uniform  scheme  of  regulation. 
The  following  is  a  discussion  of  the 
issues  raised  by  the  commenters: 

Five  commenters,  primarily  from  the 
legal  commimity,  objected  to  the 
inclusion  of  “general  coimsel”  or  “their 
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functional  equivalents,”  within  the 
definition  of  “senior  executive  officer,” 
questioning  the  regulatory  oversight  of 
an  association  or  holding  company’s 
appointment  of  coimsel.  These 
commenters  noted  that  the  position  of 
“general  counsel”  was  not  included  in 
the  definitions  of  “senior  executive 
officer”  in  the  regulations  implementing 
section  32  that  were  promulgated  by  the 
other  Federal  banking  agencies,  and  also 
raised  concerns  about  the  potential  for 
the  OTS  to  interpret  the  phrase 
“functional  equivalents”  to  require  prior 
notice  for  outside  counsel  retained  by  a 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company.  One  commenter 
noted  diat  the  definition  should  be 
limited  to  employees  of  an  institution, 
since  management  and  the  board  of 
directors,  not  outside  consultants  and 
law  firms,  make  major  policy  decisions 
for  an  institution.  As  discussed  below, 
the  OTS  believes  it  is  appropriate  to 
delete  these  terms  horn  the  final  rule. 

Five  commenters  expressed  concern 
that  the  proposed  definition  of 
“troubled  condition”  was  too  broad  in 
application  and  differed  fium  the  more 
limited  definitions  promulgated  by  the 
other  Federal  banking  agencies.  In 
particular,  comments  dealt  with  the 
types  of  enforcement  actions, 
proceedings,  and  agreements  that  could 
characterize  an  eissociation  or  holding 
company  as  being  in  “troubled 
condition.”  Other  comments  noted  that 
the  proposal  lacked  any  degree  of 
regulatory  flexibility  to  otherwise  not 
denote  an  association  or  holding 
company  as  being  in  “troubled 
condition,”  merely  because  a  certain 
action  gave  rise  to  a  formal  written 
agreement.  As  discussed  below,  the  OTS 
has  clarified  the  definition  of  “troubled 
condition”  contained  in  the  final  rule  to 
provide  consistency  in  the  definitions 
promulgated  by  all  of  the  Federal 
banking  agencies. 

Two  comments  were  received 
concerning  the  proposed  special  rule  for 
multi-tiered  publicly  held  diversified 
savings  and  loan  holding  companies. 
One  commenter  urged  that  the  OTS 
apply  the  special  rule  to  multi-tiered 
non-diversified  publicly  held 
companies.  One  commenter  urged  that 
the  OTS  apply  the  special  rule  to 
diversified  companies  that  do  not  have 
a  class  of  stock  registered  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  As 
discussed  below,  the  OTS  has  expanded 
the  coverage  of  the  special  rule  to  all 
multi-tiered  savings  and  loan  holding 
companies  and  adopted  an  abbreviated 
notice  procedure  in  certain 
circumstances  to  further  ease  regulatory 
compliance  consistent  with  the  scope 
and  purpose  of  section  32. 


Two  comments  were  received 
pertaining  to  the  application  of  section 
32  requirements  to  a  holding  company 
acquiror  of  a  savings  association.  One 
commenter  recommended  deletion  of 
the  reference  to  the  Savings  and  Loan 
Holding  Company  Act  and  suggested  an 
explicit  exemption  for  acquisition 
transactions  requiring  an  application  by 
a  company  (including  a  bank  or  savings 
and  loan  holding  company)  that  has 
been  approved  by  the  OTS  after 
evaluation  of  its  managerial  resources. 
Another  commenter  recommended  that 
the  final  rule  clarify  the  term  “change  in 
control”  to  state  that  a  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  does  not  experience  a 
change  in  control  when  it  acquires  a 
savings  association.  As  discussed  below, 
the  OTS  has  determined  that 
acquisitions  by  companies  will 
constitute  a  change  in  control,  triggering 
the  notice  requirements,  but  only  with 
respect  to  personnel  changes  at  the 
savings  association  level. 

Comments  were  received  concerning 
the  lateral  transfer  of  a  senior  executive 
officer  to  another  position  at  a  savings 
association  or  holding  company.  Two 
commenters  argued  that  section  32 
should  not  apply  since  the  individual  is 
already  in  a  policy-making  position.  As 
discussed  below,  the  OTS  believes  that 
a  change  in  responsibility  of  an 
individual  is  appropriate  for  regulatory 
oversight.  The  OTS’s  view  is  consistent 
with  the  positions  expressed  by  the . 
other  Federal  banking  agencies. 

IV.  The  Final  Rule 

The  final  rule  is  structured  in  four 
sections:  (i)  Definitions  (§  574.9(a)):  (ii) 
prior  notice  requirements  (§  574.9(b)): 
(iii)  savings  associations  and  holding 
companies  covered  (§  574.9(c)):  and  (iv) 
the  procedures  to  be  followed 
(§  574.9(d)).  In  response  to  the 
comments  received,  the  final  rule 
reflects  certain  changes  from  the 
proposed  rule,  discussed  below.  In 
addition,  the  OTS  has  made  other 
changes  for  purposes  of  clarification. 
Further,  the  final  rule  reflects  certain 
changes  from  the  procedures  for 
processing  notices,  designed  to 
streamline  and  simplify  the 
requirements  that  may  be  imposed  on  a 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  during  the  notice 
period. 

A.  Definitions 

1.  Senior  Executive  Officer 

For  purposes  of  the  notice 
requirements  of  section  32,  the  term 
senior  executive  officer  was  proposed  to 
include  the  president,  chief  executive 
officer,  chief  operating  officer,  chief 


financial  officer,  chief  lending  officer, 
chief  investment  officer,  general 
counsel,  or  their  functional  equivalents, 
or  any  individual  who  exercises 
significant  influence  over,  or 
participates  in,  major  policy-making 
decisions  of  a  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company 
without  regard  to  title,  salffry,  or 
compensation. 

The  proposed  term  “senior  executive 
officer”  also  included  any  employee  of 
another  entity,  such  as  a  consulting 
firm,  hired  to  perform  the  functions  of 
positions  covered  by  the  regulation  on 
behalf  of  a  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company. 

The  final  rule  generally  adopts  the 
proposed  definition  of  “senior  executive 
officer.”  However,  the  OTS  has  made 
several  changes  to  the  proposed 
definition  designed  to  clarify  the  rule’s 
requirements  and,  where  appropriate, 
streamline  the  regulatory  compliance 
burden  under  the  rule. 

First,  the  senior  executive  officer 
definition  is  clarified  by  eliminating  the 
reference  to  the  phrase  “or  their 
functional  equivalents”  that  had  been  in 
the  proposal.  A  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company  will 
not  be  obligated  to  file  a  notice  for  an 
individual  other  than  for  a  specifically 
listed  position,  unless  the  OTS 
identifies  that  an  individual  who  will 
occupy  a  position  not  specified  in  the 
list  will  exercise  significant  influence 
over,  or  participate  in,  major  policy 
making  decisions  of  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company.  The  OTS  believes  that  this 
change  will  provide  savings  associations 
and  savings  and  loan  holding 
companies  with  more  certainty  over 
which  positions  are  covered  by  the 
definition  of  senior  executive  officer. 
Second,  the  position  of  president  has 
been  deleted  fi'om  the  definition, 
because  the  individual  who  will  occupy 
that  position  generally  will  also  perform 
one  of  the  listed  functions.  i 
In  addition,  the  OTS  has  removed  the 
specific  reference  to  “general  counsel” 
fi'om  the  list  of  enumerated  positions  to 
be  more  consistent  with  the  “senior 
executive  officer”  definitions  of  the 
other  Federal  banking  agencies. 
However,  if  an  individual  holding  that 
type  of  position  exercises  significant 
influence  over  or  participates  in  major 


I  Where  an  individual  is  the  president  of  a 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  and  does  not  perform  one  of  the  listed 
functions,  the  OTS  still  may  determine  that  the 
individual  exercises  significant  influence  over,  or 
participates  in,  major  policy  making  decisions  of 
the  savings  association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  and,  therefore,  require  that  a  notice  undw 
section  32  be  filed. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Rules  and  Regulations  45423 


policy-making  decisions  of  a  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company,  the  OTS  may  subject  that 
individual  to  the  requirements  of 
section  32  and  the  rule.2 

For  the  positions  specifically  listed  in 
the  final  rule,  responsibility  rests  with 
savings  associations,  savings  and  loan 
holding  companies,  and  entities  or 
persons  covered  by  the  rule  to  ensure 
compliance.  Savings  associations  and 
savings  .md  loan  holding  companies  are 
encouraged  to  contact  the  appropriate 
OTS  Regional  Office  prior  to  employing 
or  retaining  any  individual,  if  questions 
exist  regarding  the  application  of 
section  32  to  that  individual. 

The  final  rule  makes  clear  that  prior 
notice  to  the  OTS  must  be  given  where 
a  senior  executive  officer  of  a  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  is  promoted  or  laterally 
transferred  to  another  position  as  a 
senior  executive  officer  of  the  same 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  subject  to  section  32. 
Section  32  requires  the  OTS  to  evaluate 
the  competence,  experience,  character, 
and  integrity  of  any  individual  proposed 
to  occupy  a  position  as  director  or 
senior  executive  officer,  to  determine  if 
it  is  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
depositors  of  the  savings  association 
and  the  public  to  permit  the  individual 
to  be  employed  by,  or  associated  with, 
a  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  that  is  subject  to 
the  rule.  Therefore,  it  is  appropriate  to 
apply  the  requirements  whenever  there 
is  a  “change  in  responsibilities”  of  any 
individual  at  a  savings  association  or 
holding  company  subject  to  this  rule, 
even  though  such  “change  in 
responsibilities”  is  not  accompanied  by 
a  change  in  title  or  salary. 

Furthermore,  with  respect  to  the 
applicability  of  section  32  to  the 
“proposed  addition  of  any  individual  to 
the  board  of  directors,”  the  final  rule 
also  clarifies  that  section  32  covers  not 
only  increases  in  board  membership  but 
also  replacements,  filling  of  vacancies 
on  the  board,  and  a  “change  in 
responsibilities”  of  any  individual. 
Therefore,  the  notice  requirement  also 

2  Furthermore,  in  situations  where  a  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding  company 
retains  any  outside  person  to  perform  the  functions 
of  a  "senior  executive  officer"  and  that  person  is 
identified  by  the  OTS  as  an  individual  that  will 
exercise  significant  influence  over  or  participate  in 
major  policy-making  decisions  of  a  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding  company, 
the  individual  would  be  subject  to  the  rule.  Thus, 
outside  counsel,  other  professionals,  or  consultants 
may  be  subject  to  the  rule  if  the  individual  performs 
the  functions  of  a  "senior  executive  officer"  and  is 
identified  by  the  OTS  as  an  individual  that  will 
exercise  significant  influence  over  or  participate  in 
major  policy-making  decisions  of  a  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding  company. 


applies  to  a  senior  executive  officer  who 
is  proposed  as  a  director  of  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  and  to  a  director  who  is 
offered  employment  as  a  senior 
executive  officer.  However,  the 
provision  is  not  intended  to  apply  to  a 
re-election  of  a  director  who  is  already 
serving  on  the  board  of  directors  of  a 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company. 

2.  Complete  Notice 

For  purposes  of  clarity  and  to 
streamline  filing  and  processing 
procedure  requirements,  further 
discussed  below,  the  OTS  has  added  to 
the  final  rule  a  definition  of  the  term 
“complete  notice”.  A  complete  notice  is 
a  notice  that  provides  all  the 
information  required  by  §  574.9(d).  This 
information  includes  legible  fingerprints 
and  complete  explanations  where 
material  issues  arise  regarding  the 
competence,  experience,  character,  or 
integrity  of  proposed  directors  or  senior 
executive  officers.  The  information  also 
includes  any  additional  information  that 
the  OTS  may  request  following  a 
determination  that  the  original 
submission  of  the  notice  was  not 
complete. 

If  a  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  does  not  provide 
full  and  thorough  information,  the  OTS 
will  provide  written  notification  to  the 
filer  of  the  notice  that  the  notice  is  not 
complete,  set  forth  the  reasons  for  this 
determination,  and  may  request  that  the 
filer  of  the  notice  submit  additional 
information  on  specific  topics. 

If  false  information  is  provided 
concerning  a  material  fact:  (1)  The 
person(s)  responsible  may  be  subject  to 
criminal  sanctions:  (2)  the  fraudulent 
notice  will  be  considered  by  the. OTS  as 
never  having  been  complete:  and  (3)  if 
a  individual  assumed  the  position 
designated  in  the  fraudulent  notice,  that 
individual  will  be  requited  to 
discontinue  service  to  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company. 

3.  Complete  Notice  Date 

For  purposes  of  clarity  and  to 
streamline  the  processing  procedure 
requirements,  the  OTS  has  also  added  to 
the  final  rule  a  definition  of  the  term 
“complete  notice  date.”  The  OTS  will 
provide  written  notification  to  the  filer 
of  a  notice  of  the  complete  notice  date 
when  the  OTS  has  received  a  “complete 
notice.”  This  date  of  receipt  will  mark 
the  beginning  of  the  30-day  review 
period.  If,  however,  the  original 
submission  of  the  notice  is  considered 
not  complete,  the  OTS  will  inform  the 


filer  of  the  notice  of  this  conclusion  in 
writing. 

4.  Troubled  Condition 

a.  Savings  Associations.  The  term 
“troubled  condition”  with  respect  to 
savings  associations  was  proposed  to 
mean  a  savings  association:  (1)  That  has 
received  a  composite  examination  rating 
of  4  or  5  in  its  most  recent  report  of 
examination:  (2)  that  is  subject  to  a 
capital  directive  or  a  formal 
enforcement  action  or  proceeding  or  a 
written  agreement  entered  into  with  the 
OTS,  relating  to  the  safety  or  soundness 
or  financial  viability  of  the  savings 
association,  imless  otherwise  informed 
in  writing  by  the  OTS:  or  (3)  that  was 
informed  in  writing  by  the  OTS  that  it 
has  been  designated  in  “troubled 
condition”  for  purposes  of  the 
requirements  of  section  32  as  a  result  of 
its  current  financial  statements  or  report 
of  examination,  or  limited-scope  review 
of  the  savings  association  or  its  holding 
company.  In  addition,  a  savings 
association  that  fails  to  meet  any  of  its 
applicable  regulatory  capital 
requirements  under  12  CFR  part  567 
would  be  subject  to  the  section  32 
notice  requirement. 

The  OTS  has  clarified  the  definition 
contained  in  the  final  rule  to  provide 
greater  consistency  in  the  definitions 
promulgated  by  all  of  the  Federal 
banking  agencies.  Therefore,  a  savings 
association  is  defined  as  being  in 
“troubled  condition”  under  the  rule  if 
it:  (1)  Has  a  composite  examination 
rating  of  4  or  5:  (2)  is  informed  in 
writing  by  the  OTS  that  it  has  been 
designated  in  “troubled  condition” 
based  upon  its  current  financial 
statements,  report  of  examination,  or 
limited  scope  review  of  the  association: 
or  (3)  is  subject  to  a  capital  directive,  a 
cease  and  desist  order,  a  consent  order, 
a  formal  written  agreement,  or  a  prompt 
corrective  action  directive,  relating  to 
the  safety  and  soundness  or  financial 
viability  of  the  savings  association, 
unless  otherwise  informed  in  writing  by 
the  OTS.  Prompt  corrective  action 
directives  have  been  added  to  the 
foregoing  list  in  recognition  of  the 
effectiveness  of  the  prompt  corrective 
action  provisions  of  section  38  of  the 
FDIA,  12  U.S.C.  18310. 

b.  Savings  and  Loan  Holding 
Companies.  The  term  “troubled 
condition”  with  respect  to  a  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  was  proposed  to 
mean  a  savings  and  loan  holding 
company:  (1)  That  is  subject  to  either  a 
formal  enforcement  action  or 
proceeding  or  a  written  agreement 
entered  into  with  the  OTS,  relating  to 
the  safety  or  soundness  or  financial 
viability  of  its  subsidiary  savings 
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association,  xmless  otherwise  informed 
in  writing  by  the  OTS;  (2)  that  was 
informed  in  writing  by  the  OTS  that  it 
has  been  designated  in  “troubled 
condition"  for  purposes  of  the 
requirements  of  section  32  as  a  result  of 
the  current  financial  statements  or 
report  of  examination,  or  limited  scope 
review  of  the  holding  company  or  its 
subsidiary  association;  or  (3)  that  the 
OTS  determines  is  having  a  detrimental 
or  burdensome  efiect  on  its  subsidiary 
savings  association  or  that  requires  more 
than  ^e  normal  level  of  supervision. 

The  OTS  has  clarified  the  types  of 
enforcement  actions  that  would  trigger  a 
holding  company  deemed  to  be  in 
“troubled  condition"  to  conform  to  the 
definitions  used  by  the  other  Federal 
banking  agencies.  The  OTS  also  has 
deleted  the  “detrimental  and 
burdensome"  standard  and  will  use 
standards  consistent  with  the  standards 
used  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  (Board  of 
Governors),  where  appropriate,  to 
determine  if  a  holding  company  is  in 
“troubled  condition."  Thus,  a  savings 
and  loan  holding  company  will  be 
deemed  to  be  in  “troubled  condition"  if 
the  holding  company  is  rated 
unsatisfactory  or  is  otherwise  notified  in 
writing  by  the  OTS  that  it  is  having  or 
has  had  an  adverse  efiect  on  its 
subsidiary  savings  association. 

B.  Prior  Notice  Requirement 

Like  the  proposed  rule,  the  final  rule 
provides  that  a  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company 
subject  to  this  section  shall  notify  the 
OTS  of  the  proposed  addition  of  any 
individual  to  the  board  of  directors  or 
the  employment  of  any  individual  as  a 
senior  executive  officer  of  such 
association  or  holding  company  at  least 
30  days  before  such  addition  or 
employment  becomes  effective.  The 
find  rule  includes  the  clarification  that 
a  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  may  not  add  any 
individud  to  the  board  of  directors  or 
employ  any  individual  as  a  senior 
executive  ofiicer  if  the  OTS  issues  a 
notice  of  disapprovd  of  such  addition 
or  employment  before  the  end  of  the  30- 
day  period  beginning  on  the  date  the 
OTS  receives  a  complete  notice  of  the 
proposed  action  under  this  section.  The 
description  of  the  savings  associations 
and  holding  companies  covered  has 
been  moved  to  a  separate  paragraph. 

C.  Savings  Associations  and  Holding 
Companies  Covered 

Pursuant  to  section  32,  the  find  rule 
identifies  three  categories  of  savings 
associations  and  savings  and  loan 
holding  companies  that  must  file  a 


notice  of  intent  to  add  a  director  or 
employ  a  senior  executive  officer.^  As 
proposed,  the  first  category  includes 
savings  associations  that  have  been 
chartered  for  less  than  two  years. 
However,  the  final  rule  also  includes  an 
exclusion  for  a  savings  association  that 
has  operated  as  an  insured  depository 
institution  for  at  least  two  years,  as 
determined  by  the  OTS  upon  written 
revest. 

The  second  category  includes  savings 
associations  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
companies  that  have  directly  or 
indirectly  undergone  a  change  in 
control  within  the  preceding  two  years, 
subject  to  either  the  Change  in  Bank 
Control  Act,  12  U.S.C.  1817(j),  or  the 
Savings  and  Loan  Holding  Company 
Act,  12  U.S.C.  1467a,  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  \mder  these 
provisions  at  12  CFR  part  574.  The 
change  in  control  standard  for 
application  of  the  section  32 
requirements  is  triggered  for  a  savings 
association  if  there  is  a  direct  change  in 
control  of  the  savings  association  or  a 
change  in  control  of  the  association’s 
holding  company.  However,  upon 
written  request  to  the  OTS,  the  OTS 
may  determine  that  the  transactions 
involving  existing  approved  control 
parties  and  acquisitions  of  control  that 
do  not  result  in  substantive  changes  of 
control,  such  as  an  Application  H-(e)l- 
S  or  an  Application  H-^e)4,  will  not  be 
deemed  to  be  a  change  in  control 
triggering  the  requirements  of  section 
32. 

The  OTS  has  also  concluded  that  a 
change  in  control  at  the  savings 
association  level  that  would  trigger 
section  32  prior  notice  requirements  for 
directors  and  senior  executive  officers  at 
the  association  would  not  trigger  section 
32  requirements  for  directors  or  senior 
executive  officers  at  an  acquiring 
company.  Of  coxuse,  if  a  holding 
company  also  xmdergoes  a  change  in 
control  or  is  deemed  to  be  in  “troubled 
condition,"  section  32  would  become 
applicable  to  changes  in  directors  and 
senior  executive  officers  at  the  holding 
company  level. 

The  current  standard  for  changes  of 
control  at  mutual  savings  associations 
provides  that  a  change  of  control  occurs 
upon  the  filing  of  reports  of  change  in 


3  The  OTS  notes  that  under  section  10(1)  of  the 
Home  Ownws’  Loan  Act.  12  U.S.C  1467a(10)(l). 
state-chartered  savings  hanks  or  cooperative  banks 
not  currently  subject  to  regulation  by  the  OTS  may 
elect  to  be  treated  as  savings  associations  for  the 
purpose  of  section  10  of  the  HOLA.  Regulation  by 
the  OTS  of  an  institution  that  makes  a  section  10(1) 
election  generally  is  limited  to  regulation  of  its 
savings  and  loan  holding  company  under  section  10 
of  the  HOLA.  and  verification  that  the  holding 
company’s  subsidiary  institution  meets  the 
Qualified  Thrift  Lender  Test 


control  of  mutual  savings  associations, 
pursuant  to  12  dTR  563.181.  The  OTS 
had  explicitly  sought  comments 
concerning  whether  a  change  in  the 
highest-ranking  official  at  a  mutual 
association  should  also  be  treated  as  a 
change  in  control  for  purposes  of 
section  32. 

Because  a  change  in  the  highest- 
ranking  official  of  a  mutual  savings 
association  could  result  in  a  change  in 
the  direction  of  the  management  or 
policies  of  the  association,  the  OTS  will 
review,  on  a  case-by-case  basis,  the  facts 
and  circumstances  surrounding  the 
filing  of  notices  filed  under  §  563.183, 
Reports  of  (Dhange  in  Chief  Executive 
Officer  or  Director.  If,  upon  review  of 
such  notices,  it  appears  that  an  actual 
change  in  control  has  occurred,  the  OTS 
will  notify  the  association  that,  in  the 
future,  it  is  subject  to  section  32. 

The  third  category  of  associations 
required  to  provide  prior  notice  under 
section  32  includes  savings  associations 
not  in  compliance  with  any  of  the 
minimum  capital  requirements 
established  pursuant  to  12  CFR  part  567 
and  savings  associations  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  companies  that  are 
otherwise  deemed  to  be  in  a  “troubled 
condition." 

Failure  to  file  prior  notice  of  intent  to 
add  a  director  or  employ  a  senior 
executive  officer  may  require  immediate 
resignation  of  the  subject  individual  and 
may  subject  the  individual,  the  savings 
association,  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  to  enforcement  actions, 
including  assessment  of  civil  money 
penalties. 

D.  Procedures 

1.  Filing  Requirements 

a.  Required  Information.  Section  32 
provides  that  notices  filed  pursuant  to 
that  section  must  contain  the 
information  required  under  section 
7(j)(6)(A)  of  the  FDIA,  12  U.S.C. 
1817(j)(6)(A),  and  such  additional 
information  as  the  OTS  may  require  by 
regulation.  In  particular,  section  32 
requires  the  OTS  to  review  the 
competence,  experience,  character,  and 
integrity  of  an  individual  proposed  for 
a  position  as  a  director  or  senior 
executive  officer  of  a  savings  association 
or  savings  and  loan  holding  company. 

'The  final  rule  provides  that  notices 
shall  be  filed  in  accordance  with  the 
filing  procedures  set  forth  at  12  CFR 
516.1.  Since  the  final  rule  includes  all 
the  processing  procedures  for  a  notice, 
the  applications  processing  guidelines 
under  12  CFR  516.2  and  the  definitions 
under  12  CFR  516.3  will  not  apply  to  a 
notice. 
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Notices  are  required  to  be  filed  on  the 
appropriate  OTS  form(s),  which 
requests  the  identity,  personal  history, 
business  background,  and  experience  of 
the  individual,  including  financial 
statements  and  other  relevant  financial 
data,  pending  legal  or  administrative 
proceedings,  and  an  explanation  of  any 
criminal  indictment  or  conviction 
involving  the  individual.  The  OTS  may 
modify  these  requirements  where 
appropriate,  but  will  require  at  least  the 
information  that  is  required  by  section 
7(jK6)(A)  of  the  FDIA  (imless  the  special 
rule  discussed  below  is  applicable),  and 
may  request  additional  information 
necessairy  to  permit  a  full  evaluation  of 
the  competence,  experience,  character, 
or  integrity  of  the  individual  with 
respect  to  whom  the  notice  has  been 
filed,  or  of  the  public  interest  factors  the 
OTS  must  consider.  Section  574.9(d)(2) 
of  the  final  rule  has  been  added  to 
clarify  the  information  requirements  for 
the  content  of  a  notice. 

In  addition,  for  certain  notices  the 
OTS  may  require  information  regarding 
proposed  compensation  arrangements. 
The  OTS  has  provided  guidance  on  the 
matter  of  executive  compensation.^ 

b.  Special  Rule  for  Multi-Tiered 
Holding  Companies.  The  OTS  will 
apply  the  foil  notice  requirements 
required  by  this  final  rule  only  to 
savings  and  loan  holding  companies 
that  directly  control  a  saving 
association.  However,  if  sucm  savings 
and  loan  holding  company  is  a  ‘‘^ell" 
in  a  multi-tiered  holding  company 
structure,  i.e.,  a  minimally  capitaUzed 
company  without  substantial  assets  and 
lackfog  independent  operations,  then 
that  company  and  its  immediate  parent 
company,  i.e.,  the  compwy  that 
controls  such  shell  company,  also  will 
be  subject  to  the  full  notice 
requirements.  In  addition,  in  the  event 
such  second  company  also  is  a  shell, 
then  the  company  above  it  shall  be 
subject  to  such  requirements,  and  so  on, 
until  at  least  one  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  in  the  line  of 
ownership  that  is  not  a  shell  is  subject 
to  the  foil  notification  requirements  of 
this  provision. 

Proposed  directors  and  officials  of 
companies  in  a  multi-tiered  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  structure  who  are 
not  required  to  submit  Form  1393  by 
virtue  of  this  special  rule  may  satisfy  the 
OTS’s  notice  requirements  imder 
section  32  by  submitting:  (1)  The  OTS’s 
Regulatory  Bulletin  20  certification 
regarding  such  individual’s  involvement 
in  certain  types  of  legal  proceedings  and 
(2)  a  certification,  from  the  individual 

*  See,  OTS  Regulatory  BuUeitln  27a.  dated  Mardi 
S,  1993. 


and  the  highest-ranking  official  of  the 
company,  that  the  appointment  of  the 
individual  as  a  senior  executive  officer 
would  not  raise  rounds  for  disapproval 
of  the  notice  under  section  32, 12  U.S.C. 
183  li,  or  the  OTS  rule  thereunder.  All 
such  filings  are  subject  to  §  563.180(b) 
regarding  false  or  misleading  statements 
or  omissions  in  filings  made  with  the 
OTS. 

Notwithstanding  this  special  rule,  the 
OTS  may  require  any  such  additional 
information  as  is  necessary  to 
adequately  evaluate  a  notice  filed  under 
this  section. 

c.  IVoiver  of  Prior  Notice.  The  final 
rule  provides,  in  §  574.9(d)(8),  that  a 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holdii^  company  may  file  with  the  OTS 
a  written  request  for  a  waiver  of  the 
prior  notice  requirement  The  OTS  may 
waive  the  prior  notice  requirement,  but 
not  the  fili^  of  the  notice  required 
imder  section  32  of  the  FDIA.  if  the  OTS 
finds  that  the  waiver  of  prior  notice 
would  be  in  the  best  interest  of  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holdi^  company,  would  be  in  the 
public  interest  or  that  other 
extraordinary  circumstances  exist.  The 
final  rule  clarifies  that  any  request  for  a 
waiver  of  prior  notice  be  in  writing. 

The  find  rule  also  clarifies,  in 
§  574.9(d)(8)(ii),  that  in  situations  where 
directors  are  elected  who  were  not 
nominated  by  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company,  such  as  in  the 
case  of  a  proxy  contest,  a  waiver  of  prior 
notice  is  automatically  granted  to  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company.  However,  the  waiver 
of  prior  notice  is  granted  contingent 
upon  the  savings  association  or  savings 
and  loan  holding  company  subsequently 
filing  a  complete  notice  with  the  OTS  as 
soon  as  practicable  but  not  later  than 
seven  days  from  the  date  the  individual 
is  notified  of  election  to  the  board  of 
directors. 

In  these  contested  election  situations, 
there  is  potential  for  shareholders  of  a 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  to  draw  a  negative 
inference  from  the  lack  of  prior 
regulatory  review  under  section  32. 
Therefore,  as  an  alternative  to  the  above 
described  waiver  of  notice  procedure, 
the  final  rule  provides,  in 
§  574.9(d)(l)(ii),  that  an  individual  not 
nominated  by  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  may  submit  a 
notice  directly  to  the  OTS.  In  these 
situations,  the  individual  must  certify 
that  he  or  she  provided  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  all  non-confidential 
information  contained  in  the  notice  and 


likewise  certify  that,  to  the  best  of  his 
or  her  knowle^e  and  belief,  all  of  the 
information  fil^  is  true,  correct, 
complete,  and  made  in  good  faith. 
Therefore,  under  the  final  nile,  an 
individual  not  nominated  for  election 
by  the  board  of  directors  of  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  hold^ 
company  has  the  option  of  either 
submitting  the  notice  directly  to  the 
OTS  prior  to  the  election  as  provided 
imder  §  574.9(d)(l)(ii)  or  relying  on  the 
automatic  waiver  provided  under 
§574.9(d)(8)(ii). 

Finally,  with  respect  to  waivers  of 
prior  notice,  the  OTS  has  made  three 
clarifying  changes  to  the  final  rule.  First, 
the  OTS  has  revised  the  provision 
regarding  waiver  of  prior  notice  to 
clarify  that  the  length  of  the  waiver 
period  is  based  on  the  circumstances  of 
each  situation. 

Second,  once  the  OTS  has  granted  a 
waiver  of  prior  notice,  the  proposed 
individual  may  assume  the  position  on 
an  interim  basis,  and  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  must  submit  a  complete  notice 
in  a  timely  manner  as  provided  for  in 
the  waiver.  If  a  complete  notice  is  filed 
in  a  timely  manner,  the  proposed 
individual  can  serve  on  an  interim  basis 
until  the  individual  and  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  receive  a  notice  of 
disapproval.  If  a  complete  notice  is  not 
filed  in  a  timely  manner,  the  proposed 
individual  must  resign  his  or  her 
position  as  of  the  date  the  complete 
notice  was  due.  The  individual  can 
assume  the  position  on  a  permanent 
basis  only  after  the  savings  association 
or  savings  and  loan  holding  company 
receives  a  notice  of  intent  not  to 
disapprove  or  the  30-day  review  period 
el^ses. 

Third,  in  the  last  sentence  of 
§  574.10(c)(5)(i)  of  the  proposed  rule, 
the  OTS  h^  replaced  the  phrase 
“within  30  days  of  the  receipt  of  a 
complete  notice’’  with  “witl^  30  days 
of  the  expiration  of  such  waiver.’’  The 
new  language  is  found  in  §  574.9(d)(8)(i) 
of  the  final  rule.  The  OTS  amended  this 
language  to  be  consistent  with  the 
statutory  language  of  section  32  of  the 
FDIA.5  This  ^ange  provides  the  OTS 
with  the  full  30  days  to  review  the 
notice  after  the  last  possible  date  that 
the  complete  notice  could  be  submitted 
under  the  terms  of  the  waiver  (i.e.,  on 
the  date  the  waiver  expires). 

d.  Requests  for  Additional 
Information  Following  Receipt  of  a 

*  12  U.S.C.  1831i(cM2)  provides  that  such  waivers 
shall  Qot  affsct  the  authority  of  each  agency  to  issue 
notices  of  disapproval  of  sudi  additioiu  or 
employment  of  sudi  individuals  within  30  da3rs 
after  each  such  waiver. 
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Complete  Notice.  For  purposes  of 
clarification  and  to  filler  streamline 
the  notice  requirements,  the  OTS  final 
rule  sets  forth  revised  notice  processing 
provisions.  If  the  OTS,  during  its  review 
of  a  complete  notice,  discovers 
infbnnation  that  mav  lead  to  a 
disapproval  before  the  end  of  the  30-day 
review  period,  the  OTS  may  request  in 
writing,  when  feasible,  that  the  filer  of 
the  notice  submit  additional 
information,  within  a  cortain  time 
fiame,  which  addresses  the  discovered 
information.  Because  the  OTS  caimot 
extend  the  30-day  review  period,  the 
film  of  the  notice  must  provide  the 
additional  information  by  the  date 
specified  by  the  OTS.  However,  if  the 
30-day  review  period  is  about  to  expire, 
the  filer  of  the  notice  may  request, 
under  §  574.9(d)(4).  that  the  OTS 
suspend  processing  the  notice  for  up  to 
60  days  if  the  filer  of  the  notice  is 
unable  to  respond  to  the  request  for 
additional  information  within  the  time 
period  specified  by  the  OTS. 

If  the  filer  of  the  notice  does  not 
provide  the  additional  information 
before  the  expiration  of  the  applicable 
time  period,  the  OTS  has  two  choices; 
it  can  make  a  decision  on  the  notice 
based  on  the  information  then  before  it 
(drawing  any  reasonable  inferences  from 
the  failure  to  provide  the  requested 
information)  or  it  can  treat  the  notice  as 
withdrawn  and  inform  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  and  the  individual  of  this 
determination  in  writing. 

e.  Instances  when  the  OTS  Does  not 
Receive  ReporUs)  that  it  has  Requested 
from  other  Government  Agencies  Within 
the  30-day  Review  Period.  For  purposes 
of  clarification  and  to  further  streamline 
the  notice  requirements,  the  OTS  final 
rule  includes  a  notice  processing 
provision  that  relates  to  background 
reports  from  other  government  agencies. 
Occasionally,  the  OTS  does  not  receive 
a  report  or  reports  that  it  has  requested 
frt>m  other  government  agencies 
concerning  a  proposed  individual 
within  the  30^ay  review  period.  In  that 
case,  the  OTS  may  request  that  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  and  the  proposed 
individual  certify,  by  signing  a  letter 
provided  by  the  OTS,  that  the 
individual  vrill  not  assume  the  proposed 
position  until  the  OTS  has  received  and 
reviewed  the  report(s)  and  has  issued  a 
notice  of  intent  not  to  disapprove.  In 
making  this  request,  the  OTS  will  notify 
the  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  and  the 
individual  of  the  ^is  for  the  OTS’s 
unwillingness  to  issue  a  notice  of  intent 
not  to  disapprove  before  the  end  of  the 
30-day  review  period.  If  either  the 


savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  OHnpany,  or  the  ind^vidual 
does  not  sign  the  certification  before  the 
end  of  the  30-day  review  period,  the 
OTS  vdll  decide  whether  to  issue  a 
notice  of  disapproval  based  on  the 
information  then  before  it  The  final  rule 
has  been  modified  to  reflect  this  change. 

/.  Commencement  of  Service.  The 
proposed  rule  provided  that  the 
proposed  individual  may  begin  service 
in  a  position  upon  the  expiration  of  the 
30-day  review  period  unless  the  OTS 
issues  a  notice  of  disapproval  by  the  end 
of  that  period.  The  OTS  has  clarified  the 
final  rule  to  provide  additional  guidance 
on  the  question  of  when  an  individual 
can  assiune  the  proposed  position. 
Under  the  final  rule,  an  individual  may 
assume  the  proposed  position  following 
the  end  of  the  30-day  review  period, 
unless:  (1)  The  OTS  issues  a  notice  of 
disapproval  during  the  30-day  review 
period:  (2)  the  OTS  suspends  the  30-day 
review  period  pursuant  to 
$  574.9(d)(4)(i);  (3)  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  and  the  proposed  individual 
certify,  pursuant  to  §  S74.9(d)(4)(ii),  that 
the  individual  will  not  assiune  the 
proposed  position:  or  (4)  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  does  not  provide  additional 
information  within  the  time  period 
required  by  the  OTS  pursuant  to 
§  574.9(d)(3)(ii)  and  the  OTS  informs  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  in  writing  that  it  is 
treating  the  notice  as  withd^wn. 

2.  Appeals 

The  proposed  rule  included  a  specific 
provision  concerning  the  procediues  for 
appealing  a  notice  of  disapproval.  Since 
the  OTS’s  Application  Restructuring 
Regulation  6  deleted  provisions 
providing  appeals  procedures  from 
various  OTS  regulations,  the  appeals 
provision  included  in  the  proposed  rule 
has  not  been  included  in  the  final  rule. 
However,  until  the  OTS  issues  new 
procedures  regarding  appeals  of  notices 
of  disapprovals,  as  a  matter  of  policy, 
the  OTS  will  follow  the  appeal 
procedures  set  forth  in  the  proposed 
rule.’ 

If  an  appeal  is  not  filed  within  the 
time  peric^  indicated  in  the  notice  of 
disapproval,  objection  to  the  notice  of 
disapproval  is  waived.  A  timely  appeal 
filed  in  accordance  with  the  procMures 
set  forth  in  the  notice  of  disapproval  or 
the  OTS’s  procedures  shall  be 


•See;  57  FR 14329  (Apr.  20. 1992). 

TSee;  96  FX  37162. 37166  (Aug.  9, 1991) 
(propoiad  to  be  codified  at  12  CTO  574.10(cX6)). 


mandatory  for  securing  judicial  review 
of  a  notice  of  disapproval. 

E.  Other  Matters 

1.  Effect  on  Other  Statutes 

The  OTS  does  not  believe  that 
Congress,  in  miacting  section  32, 
intended  to  repeal,  modify,  or  amend 
other  pre-existing  statutory  authority 
permitting  or  requiring  the  OTS  to 
require  a  notice  in  similar  situations. 
SpWdfically,  section  32  does  not 
displace  or  supersede  the  OTS’s 
autnority  implied  in  section  5(e)  of  the 
Home  Owners*  Loan  Act.  12  U.S.C 
1464(5)(e).  to  require,  as  a  condition  of 
granting  a  charter,  pricar  review  of 
propos^  changes  in  executive  officers 
for  three  years  after  a  savings 
association  is  chartered.  Such  a 
condition  has  been  imposed  on  new 
thrift  charters  for  many  years.* 

Similarly,  section  32  does  not  replace 
or  repeal  s^on  7(j)(12)  of  the  FDIA,  12 
U.S.C  1817(j)(12).  that  states  that 
whenever  a  change  in  control  occurs, 
the  bank  or  savings  association  "shall 
report  promptly  *  •  *  any  changes  or 
replacement  of  its  chief  executive  officer 
or  of  any  director  occurring  in  the  next 
twelve-month  period  *  * 

Nor  does  section  32  displace  or  repeal 
any  provision  of  section  8(b)  of  the 
FDIA.  12  U.S.C  1818(b).  which 
authorizes  the  OTS  to  include  a 
provision  in  a  cease  and  desist  order 
requiring  a  savings  association  to  take 
"affirmative  action  to  correct  the 
conditions  resulting  from  [any]  violation 
or  practice."  Under  this  authority,  the 
OTS  can  require  a  savings  association  to 
obtain  prior  approval  frrom  the  OTS 
before  a  propo^  individual  becomes  a 
director  of,  or  is  employed  by,  a  savings 
association.  This  authority  is  also  not 
subject  to  a  requirement  that  review  of 
requests  be  completed  within  30  days. 

Further,  section  32  does  not  displace 
any  provision  of  section  38(f)  of  the 
FDIA,  12  U.S.C.  1831o(f).  This  statute 
authorizes  the  OTS  to  do  one  or  more 
of  the  following:  order  a  new  election 
for  a  savings  association’s  board  of 
directors:  require  a  savings  association 
to  dismiss  from  office  any  director  or 
senior  executive  officer  who  held  office 
for  more  than  180  days  immediately 
before  the  savings  association  became 
imdercapitalized;  or  require  a  savings 
association  to  emplov  qualified  senior 
executive  officers  (who,  if  the  OTS  so 
specifies,  shall  be  subject  to  approval  by 
the  OTS).  ’This  statute,  like  the 
chartering  authority,  does  not  require 
the  OTS  to  complete  its  review  or  to  act 


•Sm.  12  U.S.C  1631L 
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with  lespect  to  a  proposed  individual  in 
30  days. 

Fin^y,  it  is  emirfiasixed  that 
compliance  with  um  prior  notice 
requiiemMit  of  section  32  does  not 
remove  the  lequiremeiti  for  certain 
individuals  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  section  19  the  PIMA.  12 

U. S.C  1829.  Pursuant  to  section  1829. 
persons  previously  convicted  of 
criminal  ofEsnses  involving  dishonesty 
or  breach  of  trust  may  not  become 
institution«affiliated  parties  with  respect 
to  a  savings  association,  or  participate, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  conduct  of 
a  savinj^  association’s  affairs,  without 
obtainii^  the  prior  written  consent  of 
the  FDIC.  Section  32  does  not  jMeclude 
or  remove  the  requirement  for  an 
affected  individuid  to  obtain  separate 
prior  written  consent  from  the  FDIC 
pursuant  to  section  1829. 

Other  statutes  may  also  provide 
authority  to  review  changes  in  executive 
officers  or  directors  of  saviim 
associations  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
companies  and.  simiuiriy.  are  not 
preempted  by  the  section  32  process. 

2.  Effective  Date 

Section  32  became  effective  upm  the 
enactment  of  FIRREA  on  August  9, 

1989.  Accordingly,  all  savinn 
associations  and  savings  and  loan 
holding  companies  that  urere  subfect  to 
one  of  the  thm  catogories  of 
applicability  undw  section  32  upon 
enactment  of  the  FIRREA  were  at  that 
time  sub)ect  to  the  section  32  prior 
notice  requirements.  This  final  rule 
clarifies  and  implements  the  applicaticm 
of  section  32  to  saving  assodatimis  and 
savings  and  loan  holding  companies.  It 
does  not  alter  the  August  9. 1989 
effective  date  of  the  requirements  of 
section  32. 

V.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Ad 

Pursuant  to  section  605(b)  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C 
605(b).  it  is  certified  that  this  final  rule 
urill  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substimtiai  number  of  small 
entities.  Accordingly,  a  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Analysis  is  not  required. 

VL  Executive  Order  12291 

Tire  OTS  has  determined  that  this 
final  rule  does  not  constitute  a  ”ma)or 
rule"  purposes  of  Executive  Order 

12291.  Therefore,  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  impact  analysis  is  not 
required. 

Vn.  Paperwork  Reduction  Ad 

The  reporting  requiremoats  contained 
in  this  final  rule  have  been  submitted  to 
and  approved  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  in  accordance 


vrith  the  Papwwork  Reduction  Ad  of 
1980  (44  U.S.C  3504(h))  under  control 
number  155(MX)47.  ^mments  on  the 
collections  of  information  should  be 
sent  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget.  Paperwork  Reduction  Proied 
(1550),  Washington.  DC  20503  with 
copies  to  the  Office  of  Thrift 
Supervision,  1700  G  Street.  NW., 
Washington.  DC  20552. 

The  reporting  requirements  in  this 
final  rule  are  found  in  12  CFR  574.9(d). 
The  information  is  needed  by  the  OTC 
to  enable  it  to  make  a  deterntiiration  as 
to  the  hiring  or  appointment  of  senior 
executive  officers  or  diredors  at  savings 
institutions  or  thrift  holding  companies. 
The  OTS  determination  must  be  based 
on  an  evaluation  of  the  individual’s 
competence,  experience,  charader,  and 
inte^ty.  The  information  required  by 
the  collection  is  necessary  to  make  tlds 
determination.  The  likely  respondents 
are  savings  associations  and  savings  and 
loan  holdinfl  companies. 

EsUmatea  number  of  respondents: 

900. 

Estimated  overage  annual  burden  per 
respondent:  2.5  hours. 

Estimated  annual  frequency  of 
responses:  1. 

Estimated  total  annual  reporting 
burden:  2,250  hours. 

LislofSul^eds 
J2  CFR  Part  506 

Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

12  CFR  Part  574 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Holding  companies. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Savings  associations. 
Securities. 

Accordingly,  the  Office  of  Thrift 
Supervision  herd>y  amends  parts  506 
and  574,  subchapters  A  and  D,  chapter 
V.  title  12,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
as  set  forth  below: 

SUBCHAPTER  A-ORQAMZATION  AND 
PROCEDURES 

PART  506-(NFORMATlON 
COLLECTION  REQUIREMENTS  UNDER 
THE  PAPERWORK  REDUCTION  ACT 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  506 
continues  to  read  as  follovrs: 

Anthority:  44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq. 

2.  Section  506.1  is  amended  by 
adding  16  new  entries  to  the  table  in 
paragraph  (b)  in  numerical  order  and  by 
removing  thm  entries  to  read  as 
follows: 

1506.1  0MB  control  numbers  assigned 
pursuant  to  the  Papsrwork  Reduction  Act 


(b)  Display. 


12  CFR  part  or  sedton  «4)ere 
ktonliM  and  described  OMBwntioi 


[Removed] 


• 

563.131  ..  . 

•  • 

•  •  •  4 

563b.20  through  563.33  _ 

(Added) 

• 

552.6 

•  • 

552.7  . . . 

• 

552.13.  > 

•  • 

• 

563.170  .™ 

•  • 

• 

563.181 

•  • 

563.183  .. 

•  •  • 

563.99  through  563.101  (sub¬ 
part  D).  Appandbc  A  ......... — 

563b.4 

• 

•  • 

563b.20  Ivoutp  563.32  _ 

571.5 

• 

•  • 

574.3(b1 

574.5..'  . 

• 

574.9 

•  • 

• 

584.2-1  .... 

•  * 

• 

584.9 _ 

•  • 

1550-0002 


1550-0028 


1550-0074 


1550-0025 

1550-0025 

• 

1550-0025 

1550-0011 

• 

1550-0032 

1550-0032 


1KO-0078 

1550-0032 

1550-0074 

• 

1550-0016. 

1550-0025 

• 

1550-0032 

1550-0032 

• 

1550-0047 

1550-0063 

1550-0063 


SUBCHAPTER  D-REQULATK)NS 
APPUCABLE  TO  ALL  SAVINQS 
ASSOCMT10NS 

PART  574— ACQUISITION  OF 
CONTROL  OF  SAVINGS 
ASSOCIATIONS 

3.  The  authority  citation  for  part  574 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  12  U.S.C  1467a.  1617, 1631L 

4.  Section  574.9  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

1574.9  Additions  of  directors  and 
employment  of  senior  executive  officers  of 
savings  sssodations  ai>d  savings  and  loan 
holcHng  companies. 

(a)  Depnitions.  As  used  in  this  section 
and  in  the  forms  under  this  section,  the 
following  definitions  apply,  unless  the 
context  othorwise  requires: 

(1)  Director.  The  term  director  means 
any  individual  who  serves  on  the  board 
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of  directors  of  a  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company, 
except  that  such  term  does  not  include 
an  advisory  director  who  was  not 
elected  by  the  shareholders  of  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  and  is  not  authorized 
to  vote  on  any  matters  before.the  board 
of  directors,  but  provides  only  general 
policy  advice  to  the  board  of  directors. 
However,  the  term  does  include  an 
advisory  director  who  performs  the 
same  fimctions  as  a  director  or  who 
exercises  significant  influence  over,  or 
participates  in,  major  policy-making 
decisions  of  the  board  of  directors  of  a 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company. 

(2)  Senior  Executive  Officer.  The  term 
senior  executive  officer  means  the  chief 
executive  officer,  chief  operating  officer, 
chief  financial  officer,  chief  lending 
officer,  chief  investment  officer  and  any 
other  individual  identified  by  the  OTS 
to  a  savings  association  or  a  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  who  exercises 
significant  influence  over,  or 
participates  in,  major  policy  decisions 
of  a  savings  association  or  a  savings  and 
low  holding  company  without  regard  to 
title,  salary,  or  compensation.  The  term 
also  includes  employees  of  entities 
retained  by  a  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company  to 
perform  such  functions  in  lieu  of 
directly  hiring  the  individuals,  who  are 
similarly  identified  by  the  OTS  to  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company. 

(3)  Complete  Notice.  The  term 
complete  notice  means  a  notice  that 
provides  all  the  information  requested 
in  paragraph  (d)(2)  of  this  section, 
including  legible  fingerprints,  complete 
explanations  where  material  issues  arise 
regarding  the  competence,  experience, 
character,  or  integrity  of  proposed 
directors  or  senior  executive  officers, 
and  any  additional  information  that  the 
OTS  may  request  following  a 
determination  that  the  original 
submission  of  the  notice  was  not 
complete. 

(4)  Complete  Notice  Date.  The  term 
complete  notice  date  means  the  date  on 
which  the  OTS  has  received  a  complete 
notice. 

(5)  Troubled  Condition.  The  term 
troubled  condition  means: 

(i)  Any  savings  association  that: 

(A)  Has  a  composite  rating  of  4  or  5 
imder  the  examination  rating  system; 

(B)  Is  subject  to  a  capital  directive,  a 
cease  and  desist  order,  a  consent  order, 
a  formal  written  agreement,  or  a  pt 
corrective  action  directive,  relaUng  to 
the  safety  and  soundness  or  financial 
viability  of  the  savings  association. 


unless  otherwise  informed  in  writing  by 
the  OTS;  or 

(C)  Is  informed  in  writing  by  the  OTS 
that  it  has  been  designated  in  troubled 
condition  based  on  the  current  financial 
statements,  report  of  examination,  or 
limited  scope  review  of  the  savings 
association;  or 

(ii)  Any  savings  and  loan  holding 
comoany  that: 

(A)  Is  subject  to  a  cease  and  desist 
order,  a  consent  order,  a  prompt 
corrective  action  directive,  or  a  formal 
written  agreement,  relating  to  the  safety 
and  soundness  or  financial  viability  of 
its  savings  association  subsidiary, 
unless  otherwise  informed  in  writing  by 
the  OTS; 

(B)  Is  informed  in  writing  by  the  OTS 
that  it  has  been  designated  as  being  in 
troubled  condition  based  on  the  current 
financial  statements,  report  of 
examination,  limited  scope  review, 
periodic  filings,  or  other  filings  of  the 
holding  company  or  its  subsidiary 
savings  association;  or 

(C)  Is  rated  unsatisTactory  or  is 
informed  in  writing  by  the  OTS  that  it 
otherwise  has  an  adverse  efiect  on  its 
subsidiary  savings  association. 

(b)  Prior  Notice.  (1)  A  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  described  in  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section  shall  notify  the  OTS  of  the 
proposed  addition  of  any  individual  to 
the  board  of  directors  or  the 
employment  of  any  individual  as  a 
senior  executive  officer  of  such  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  at  least  30  days  before  such 
addition  or  employment  becomes 
effective. 

(2)  A  savings  association  or  savings 
and  loan  holding  company  described  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  may  not 
add  any  individual  to  the  board  of 
directors  or  employ  any  individual  as  a 
senior  executive  officer  if  the  OTS 
issues  a  notice  of  disapproval  of  such 
addition  or  employment  before  the  end 
of  the  30-day  period  beginning  on  the 
complete  notice  date. 

(cj  Savings  associations  and  holding 
companies  covered.  The  requirements  of 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  shall  apply: 

(1)  In  the  case  of  a  savings  association, 
a  savings  association  that  has  been 
chartered  less  than  two  years,  excluding 
a  savings  association  that  has  operated 
as  an  insvued  depository  institution  for 
at  least  two  years  as  determined  by  the 
OTS  upon  written  request; 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  savings  association 
or  savings  and  loan  holding  company,  a 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company,  respectively,  that 
within  the  two  years  preceding  the 
proposed  addition  or  employment,  has 
directly  or  indirectly  undergone  a 


change  in  control  subject  to  the  Change 
in  Bank  Control  Act,  12  U.S.C.  1817(j), 
or  the  Savings  and  Ixian  Holding 
Company  Act,  12  U.S.C.  1467a,  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder  at 
12  CFR  part  574,  or  the  Reports  of 
Change  in  Control  of  Mutual  Savings 
Associations,  12  CFR  563.181, 
excluding  transactions  involving 
existing  approved  control  parties  and 
acquisitions  of  control  that  do  not  result 
in  substantive  changes  of  control  as 
determined  by  the  OTS  upon  written 
request,  or 

(3)  In  the  case  of  a  savings  association, 
a  savings  association  that  is  not  in 
compliance  with  any  of  its  applicable 
regulatory  capital  requirements 
established  pursuant  to  12  CFR  part  567, 
or  a  savings  association  or  the  savings 
and  loan  holding  company  that  is 
otherwise  in  troubled  condition,  as 
defined  in  this  section. 

(d)  Procedures — (1)  Filing 
Requirements,  (i)  Except  where 
otherwise  provided  in  this  section, 
notices  shall  be  filed  in  accordance  with 
the  filing  procedures  set  forth  at  12  CFR 
516.1.  Except  as  noted  in  paragraph 
(d)(5)  of  this  section,  the  appropriate 
OTS  form(s)  shall  be  used  for  all 
notices.  A  notice  is  required  to  contain 
all  the  information  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (d)(2)  of  this  section.  A  notice 
shall  comply  with  all  applicable 
regulations  and  guidelines.  The  OTS 
will  provide  written  notification  to  the 
filer  of  a  notice  of  the  complete  notice 
date  when  the  OTS  has  received  a 
complete  notice.  The  30-day  review 
period  begins  on  the  complete  notice 
date. 

(ii)  The  notice  shall  be  submitted  by 
the  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  that  proposes  a 
particular  individual  to  serve  as  a 
director  or  senior  executive  officer;  each 
individual  on  whose  behalf  a  notice  is 
filed  must  certify  that,  to  the  best  of  his 
or  her  knowledge  and  belief,  all  the 
information  filed  is  true,  correct, 
complete,  and  made  in  good  faith;  and 
a  senior  official  of  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  must  certify  that  information 
pertaining  to  that  individual  has  been 
reviewed  by  the  filing  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  and  that  the  information 
submitted  is  consistent  with 
information  obtained  by  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company.  Where  the  interests  of  the 
individual  and  the  savings  association 
or  savings  and  loan  holding  company 
may  be  at  odds,  such  as  in  the  case  of 
a  proxy  contest,  the  notice  may  be 
submitted  to  the  OTS  directly  by  the 
individual.  In  such  case,  the  individual 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58.  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Rules  and  Regulations  45429 


must  certify  that  he  or  she  provided  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  all  non-conhdential 
information  contained  in  the  notice  and 
likewise  certify  that,  to  the  best  of  his 
or  her  knowledge  and  belief,  all  of  the 
information  filed  is  true,  correct, 
complete,  and  made  in  good  faith.  If  a 
notice  for  such  an  individual  has  not 
been  submitted  to  the  OTS  prior  to  the 
election,  the  individual  and  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  have  the  alternative  of  relying 
on  the  automatically  granted  waiver 
under  paragraph  (d)(8](ii)  of  this 
section. 

(2)  Content  of  Notice.  A  notice  must 
contain  the  identity,  personal  history, 
business  backgroimd,  and  experience  of 
each  person  whose  designation  as  a 
director  or  senior  executive  officer  is 
subject  to  this  section.  The  notice  must 
include: 

(i)  A  description  of  his  or  her  material 
business  activities  and  affiliations 
during  the  5  years  preceding  the  date  of 
the  notice; 

(ii)  A  description  of-any  material 
pending  legal  or  administrative 
proceedings  in  which  he  or  she  is  a 
party, 

(iii)  Any  criminal  indictment  or 
conviction  by  a  State  or  Federal  court; 
and 

(iv)  Legible  fingerprints  of  such 
person,  except  that  fingerprints  are  not 
required  with  respect  to  any  person 
who,  within  the  three  years  immediately 
preceding  the  date  of  the  present  notice, 
has  been  subject  to  a  notice  filed  with 
the  OTS  pursuant  to  12  U.S.C.  1831i  or 
this  section  and  has  previously 
submitted  fingerprints. 

(3)  Requests  for  Additional 
Information,  (i)  If  the  original 
submission  of  a  notice  is  considered  not 
complete,  the  OTS  will  provide  written 
notification  to  the  filer  of  the  notice  that 
the  notice  is  not  complete,  set  forth  the 
reasons  for  this  determination,  and  may 
request  that  the  filer  of  the  notice 
submit  additional  information. 

(ii)  Following  receipt  of  a  complete 
notice,  the  OTS  may  make  a  written 
request,  when  feasible,  for  additional 
information  and  may  specify  a  time 
period  during  which  such  information 
must  be  provided. 

(4)  Suspension  of  the  30-day  Review 
Period  (i)  When  the  OTS  makes  a 
request  for  additional  information  under 
paragraph  (d)(3)(ii)  of  this  section,  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  must  provide  the 
information  within  the  time  period 
specified  by  the  OTS  or  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  may  request  in  writing  that  the 
OTS  suspend  processing  of  the  notice. 


To  enable  the  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company  to 
provide  such  information,  the  OTS  may 
suspend  processing  for  a  period  of  up  to 
60  days  fiom  the  date  of  the  request.  If 
the  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  has  not  provided 
the  requested  information  within  the 
latest  applicable  time  period  specified 
by  the  OTS: 

(A)  The  OTS  may  make  its  decision 
based  on  the  information  then  before  it 
and  may  draw  any  reasonable  inferences 
from  the  savings  association  or  savings 
and  loan  holding  company’s  failure  to 
provide  the  requested  information;  or 

(B)  The  OTS  may  treat  the  notice  as 
withdrawn  and  inform  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  in  writing. 

(ii)  If  the  OTS  does  not  receive  a 
report  that  it  requested  firom  another 
government  agency  concerning  an 
individual  proposed  by  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  within  the  30-day  review 
period,  the  OTS  may  request  that  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  and  the  proposed 
individual  certify,  by  signing  a  letter 
provided  by  the  OTS,  that  the 
individual  will  not  assume  the  proposed 
position  until  the  OTS  has  received  and 
reviewed  the  report  and  has  issued  a 
notice  of  intent  not  to  disapprove.  In 
meiking  this  request,  the  OTS  will  notify 
the  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  and  the 
individual  of  the  basis  for  its 
unwillingness  to  issue  a  notice  of  intent 
not  to  disapprove  before  the  end  of  the 
30-day  review  period  without  receipt 
and  review  of  the  report.  If  either  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  or  the  individual  do 
not  sign  the  certification  before  the  end 
of  the  30-day  review  period,  the  OTS 
will  decide  whether  to  issue  a  notice  of 
disapproval  based  on  the  information 
then  before  it. 

(5)  Special  Notice  Rule  for  Multi- 
Tiered  Savings  and  Loan  Holding 
Companies,  (i)  With  respect  to  multi¬ 
tiered  savings  and  loan  holding 
companies,  the  fiotification  required  by 
paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this  section  will  only 
be  required  for  the  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  that  directly  controls 
a  savings  association;  provided  that  if 
such  company  is  without  substantial 
assets  other  than  the  ownership  of  the 
subsidiary  savings  association,  then  the 
company  that  directly  controls  such 
savings  and  loan  holding  company  shall 
also  be  subject  to  the  notification 
requirement  of  paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this 
section;  further  provided  that,  in  the 
event  the  first  indirect  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  also  is  without 


substantial  assets  other  than  the 
ownership  of  the  direct  savings  and  loan 
holding  company,  then  each  company 
that  directly  and/or  indirectly  holds  the 
indirect  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  shall  be  subject  to  the 
notification  requirement  of  paragraph 
(d)(1)  of  this  section  until  a  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  in  the  line  of 
ownership  that  has  substantial  assets 
other  than  the  indirect  ownership  of  the 
savings  association  is  subject  to  ^e 
notification  requirement  of  paragraph 
(d)(1)  of  this  section. 

(ii)  Other  savings  and  loan  holding 
companies  in  a  multi-tiered  ownership 
structure  described  in  paragraph 
(d)(5)(i)  of  this  section  may  satisfy  the 
notification  requirement  of  paragraph 
(d)(1)  of  this  section  by  submitting: 

(A)  An  executed  copy  of  the  OTS’s  RB 
20  certification  regarding  the  subject 
individual’s  involvement  in  Certain 
types  of  legal  proceedings;  and 

(B)  A  certification  ft-om  the  individual 
and  the  highest-ranking  official  of  the 
company,  certifying  that  the 
appointment  of  the  individual  as  a 
senior  executive  officer  would  not  raise 
grounds  for  disapproval  of  the  notice 
under  12  U.S.C.  1831i  or  this  section. 

(iii)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraphs  (d)(5)(i)  and  (ii)  of  this 
section,  the  OTS  may  require 
submission  of  a  complete  notice  under 
this  section  for  any  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  in  a  multi-tiered 
ownership  structure. 

(6)  Notice  of  Disapproval.  The  OTS 
may  disapprove  an  individual  proposed 
as  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors  or 
as  a  senior  executive  officer  of  a  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  upon  determining  that,  on  the 
basis  of  the  individual’s  competence, 
experience,  character,  or  integrity,  it 
would  not  be  in  tlie  best  interests  of  the 
depositors  of  the  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loem  holding  company  or  of 
the  public  to  permit  the  individual  to  be 
employed  by,  or  associated  with,  the 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company.  The  OTS  will  send  a 
notice  of  disapproval  to  both  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  and  the  disapproved 
individual.  The  notice  of  disapproval 
will  contain  a  statement  of  the  basis  for 
disapproval. 

(7J  Notice  of  Intent  Not  to  Disapprove. 
An  individual  proposed  as  a  member  of 
the  board  of  directors  or  as  a  senior 
executive  officer  of  a  savings  association 
or  savings  and  loan  holding  company 
may  begin  service  before  the  expiration 
of  the  30-day  review  period  if  the  OTS 
notifies  the  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company  of  an 
intention  not  to  disapprove  the 
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proposed  director  or  senior  executive 
officer. 

(8)  Waiver  of  Prior  Notice,  (i)  A 
savings  association  or  savings  and  loan 
holding  company  may  file  with  the  OTS 
a  written  request  for  a  waiver  of  the 
prior  notice  requirement.  The  OTS  may 
waive  the  prior  notice  requirement  but 
not  the  filing  of  a  notice  under  this 
section,  if  the  OTS  finds  that  waiver 
would  be  in  the  best  interest  of  the 
savings  association  or  the  savings  and 
loan  holding  company,  would  be  in  the 
public  interest,  or  that  other 
extraordinary  circumstances  justify 
waiving  the  prior  notice  requirement  of 
this  provision.  The  length  of  any  waiver 
depends  on  the  circiunstances  in  each 
individual  case  If  a  waiver  is  granted, 
the  required  notice  shall  be  filed  within 
the  time  period  specified  in  the  waiver 
and  the  proposed  individual  may 
assume  the  position  on  an  interim  basis 
until  the  individual  and  the  savings 
association  or  savings  and  loan  holding 
company  receive  a  notice  of 
disapproval.  If  the  required  notice  is  not 
filed  within  the  time  period  specified  in 
the  waiver,  the  proposed  individual 
must  immediately  resign  his  or  her 
position.  The  individual  can  assume  the 
position  on  a  permanent  basis  only  after 
the  savings  association  or  savings  and 
loan  holding  company  receives  a  notice 
of  intent  not  to  disapprove  or  after  the 
30-day  review  period  elapses.  A  waiver 
shall  not  affect  the  authority  of  the  OTS 
to  subsequently  issue  a  notice  of 
disapproval  within  30  days  of  the_^ 
expiration  of  such  waiver. 

(ii)  In  the  case  of  the  election  at  a 
meeting  of  the  shareholders  of  a  new 
director  not  proposed  by  the  board  of 
directors  of  the  savings  association  or 
savings  and  loan  holding  company,  if 
the  individual  has  not  submitted  a 
notice  directly  to  OTS  under  paragraph 
(d)(l)(ii)  of  this  section,  a  waiver  is 
automatically  granted  and  the  proposed 
individual  may  begin  service  as  a 
director.  However,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  savings  association 
or  savings  and  loan  holding  company 
must  file  the  required  notice  with  the 
OTS  as  soon  as  practical  but  not  later 
than  seven  days  from  the  date  the 
individual  is  notified  of  the  election  to 
the  board  of  directors. 

(9)  Commencement  of  Service.  An 
individual  proposed  as  a  member  of  the 
board  of  directors  or  as  a  senior 
executive  officer  may  assume  the  office 
following  the  end  of  the  30-day  review 
period,  which  begins  on  the  complete 
notice  date,  xmless: 

(i)  The  OTS  issues  a  notice  of 
disapproval  during  the  30-day  review 
period. 


(ii)  The  OTS  suspends  the  30-day 
review  period  pxusuemt  to  paragraph 
(d)(4)(i)  of  this  section; 

(iii)  The  savings  association  or  savings 
and  loan  holding  company  and  the 
individual  certify,  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (d)(4)(ii)  of  this  section,  that 
the  individual  will  not  assume  the 
proposed  position;  or 

(iv)  The  savings  association  or  savings 
and  loan  holding  company  does  not 
provide  additional  information  within 
the  time  period  required  by  the  OTS 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (d)(3)(ii)  of  this 
section  and  the  OTS  treats  the  notice  as 
withdrawn. 

Dated:  June  3, 1993. 

By  the  Office  of  Thrift  Supervision. 
Jonathan  L.  Fiechter, 

Acting  Director. 
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NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

12  CFR  Part  790 

Description  of  NCUA;  Requests  for 
Action 

AGENCY:  National  Credit  Union 
Administration  (“NCUA”). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  contains 
descriptions  of  the  various  offices  of 
NCUA  and  a  means  for  requesting 
agency  action.  Due  to  changes  in  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  various 
offices,  and  to  the  change  in  addresses 
of  the  Central  Office,  some  Regional 
Offices,  and  the  Central  Liquidity 
Facility  (the  “CLF”),  it  is  necessary  to 
amend  this  part.  In  addition, 
descriptions  are  added  for  the  Asset 
Liquidation  Management  Center  (the 
“ALMC”)  and  the  Chairman, 
Commimity  Development  Revolving 
Loan  Program  (the  “Program”).  The 
section  regarding  requests  for  agency 
action  remains  unchanged. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  7, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martin  Conrey,  Staff  Attorney,  at  202- 
682-9630. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Discussion 

The  NCUA  Board,  in  accordance  with 
its  policy  to  update,  clarify,  simplify, 
and  review  existing  regulations  every 
three  years,  has  reviewed  part  790.  The 
revisions  made  to  this  part  are  not 
subject  to  the  notice  and  comment 
provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (the  “APA”),  5  U.S.C. 


551  ef  seq  The  final  rule  revisions  relate 
only  to  matters  relating  to  agency 
management  and  personnel,  topics 
exempt  from  APA  requirements.  5 
U.S.C.  553(a)(2). 

Several  agency  management  and 
personnel  changes  have  been  made 
since  the  last  revision  of  part  790  in 
1989.  54  FR 18473  (May  1, 1989).  The 
Central  Office,  the  Central  Liquidity 
Facility  (the  “CLF”),  and  Regional 
Offices  in  Regions  B  and  IV  will  move 
or  have  recently  moved  to  new 
locations.  Moreover,  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  was  transferred  from  the 
jurisdiction  of  Region  I  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  Region  n.  Similarly,  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands  were  transferred  from  the 
jurisdiction  of  Region  I  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  Region  IB.  In  addition, 
three  of  the  Offices  have  recently  been 
renamed:  (1)  The  former  “Controller’s 
Office”  has  been  retitled  the  “Office  of 
the  Controller”:  (2)  the  former 
“Personnel  Office”  has  been  retitled  the 
“Office  of  Human  Resources”;  and  (3) 
the  former  “Administrative  Office”  has 
been  retitled  the  “Office  of 
Administration.”  The  Office  of  the  Chief 
Economist  has  been  abolished,  and  the 
functions  of  that  office  have  been 
transferred  to  the  Office  of  Examination 
and  Insurance. 

For  the  first  time,  the  Asset 
Liquidation  Management  Center  (the 
“ALMC”)  is  included  and  described. 

The  ALMC  was  created  in  1988  by  the 
NCUA  Board  to  manage  NCUA’s 
acquired  assets,  real  estate  and 
recoveries  from  National  Credit  Union 
Share  Insurance  Fimd  (“NCUSIF”) 
liquidations.  In  1990,  the  NCUA  Board 
expanded  the  responsibilities  of  the 
AI^C  to  include  all  facets  of  NCUA’s 
liquidation  functions. 

A  description  of  the  Chairman, 
Community  Development  Revolving 
Loan  Program  (the  “Program”)  is 
included  and  described  for  the  first 
time.  In  1991,  the  NCUA  Board  created 
this  position  to  approve  and  disapprove 
applications  for  loans  from  the  Program, 
and  to  provide  technical  assistance  to 
credit  xmions  participating  in  the 
Program.  The  Program  was  transferred 
to  the  NCUA  in  1986  by  the  Commimity 
Development  Credit  Union  Revolving 
Loan  Fund  Transfer  Act.  42  U.S.C.  9822 
note.  Part  705  of  the  NCUA  Rules  and 
Regulations  was  promulgated  imder  this 
audiority  in  1987,  and  was  revised 
earlier  this  year.  Final  Rule,  58  FR 
21642  (April  23, 1993).  Before  creation 
of  the  position  of  Program  Chairman, 
the  NCUA  Board  performed  all 
delegated  Program  functions. 

Several  changes  are  made  in  the 
description  of  ffie  CLF.  The  positions  of 
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Vice  President  for  Credit  and  Vice 
President  for  Finance  have  long  been 
vacant  and  have  been  incorporated  into 
the  position  of  CLF  President.  In  the 
near  future,  the  NCUA  Board  intends  to 
revise  the  Bylaws  of  the  CLF  to 
incorporate  these  changes,  along  with 
several  others  not  pertinent  here. 

Other  changes  are  semantic  in  nature, 
and  not  substantive.  Section  790.3, 
requests  for  action,  remains  imchanged. 

Regulatory  Procedures 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
requires  the  NCUA  to  prepare  an 
analysis  to  describe  any  significant 
economic  impact  any  regulation  may 
have  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
credit  vmions  (primarily  those  imder  $1 
million  in  assets).  Analysis  concerning 
the  effect  of  these  changes  in  internal 
agency  office  addresses,  descriptions 
and  responsibilities  indicates  that  no 
significant  economic  impact  will  result 
from  the  rule.  Therefore,  the  NCUA 
Board  has  determined  and  certifies  that, 
under  the  authority  granted  in  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  this  final  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  credit 
unions.  Accordingly,  the  Board  has 
determined  that  a  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Analysis  is  not  required. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  final  rule  does  not  change  any 
paperwork  requirements. 

Executive  Order  12612 

Executive  Order  12612  requires 
NCUA  to  consider  the  effect  of  its 
actions  on  state  interests.  The  proposed 
regulation  applies  only  to  the  internal 
organization  of  the  NCUA,  and  to  means 
of  making  requests  to  the  NCUA. 
Therefore,  the  final  rule  does  not  affect 
state  interests. 

List  of  Subjects  in  12  CFR  Part  790 
Organization  and  functions. 

By  the  National  Credit  Union 
Administration  Board  on  August  23, 1993.- 
Becky  Baker, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

Accordingly,  for  the  reasons  set  out  in 
the  preamble,  12  CFR  part  790  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

1.  Part  790  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

PART  790— DESCRIPTION  OF  NCUA; 
REQUESTS  FOR  AGENCY  ACTION 

790.1  Scope 

790.2  Central  and  regional  office 
organization. 

790.3  Requests  for  agency  action. 


Authority:  12  U  S.C.  1766, 12  U.S.C.  1789, 

12  U.S.C.  1795f,  5  U  S.C  552. 

§790.1  Scope. 

This  part  contains  a  description  of 
NCUA’s  organization  and  the 
procedures  for  public  requests  for  action 
by  the  Board.  Part  790  pertains  to  the 
practices  of  the  National  Credit  Union 
Administration  (NCUA)  only  and  does 
not  apply  to  credit  union  operations. 

§  790.2  Central  and  regional  office 
organization. 

(a)  General  organization.  NCUA  is 
composed  of  the  Board  with  a  Central 
Office  in  Alexemdria,  Virginia,  six 
Regional  Offices,  the  Asset  Liquidation 
Management  Center,  the  Community 
Development  Revolving  Loan  Program, 
and  the  NCUA  Central  Liquidity  Facility 
(CLF). 

(b)  Central  Office.  The  Central  Office 
address  is  NCUA,  1775  Duke  St., 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22314-3428. 

(1)  The  NCUA  Board.  NCUA  is 
managed  by  its  Board.  The  Board 
consists  of  three  members  appointed  by 
the  President,  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  for  six-year  terms. 
One  Board  member  is  designated  by  the 
President  to  be  Chairman  of  the  Board. 

A  second  member  is  designated  by  the 
Board  to  be  Vice-Chairman.  The  Board 
is  also  responsible  for  management  of 
the  National  Credit  Union  Share 
Insurance  Fund  (NCUSEF)  and  serves  as 
the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  CLF. 

(2)  Secretary  of  the  Board.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Board  is  responsible  for 
the  secretarial  functions  of  the  Board. 
The  Secretary’s  responsibilities  include 
preparing  agendas  for  meetings  of  the 
Board,  prepacring  and  maintaining  the 
minutes  for  all  official  actions  taken  by 
the  Board,  and  executing  and 
maintaining  all  documents  adopted  by 
the  Board  or  under  its  direction.  The 
Secretary  also  serves  as  the  Secretary  of 
the  CLF. 

(3)  Office  of  Administration.  The 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Administration 
is  responsible  for  providing  NCUA’s 
executive  offices  and  Regional  Directors 
with  administrative  services  generally, 
including:  Agency  security;  information 
resources  management,  contracting  and 
procurement;  contract  management; 
management  of  equipment  and  supplies; 
acquisition;  records  management; 
printing  and  graphics;  and  warehousing 
and  distribution.  The  Director  is  also 
responsible  for  carrying  out  the  Board’s 
responsibilities  imder  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act,  the  Privacy  Act,  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act,  and  in 
directing  NCUA  responses  to  reporting 
reouirements. 

(4)  Asset  Liquidation  Management 
Center.  The  President  of  the  Asset 


Liquidation  Management  Center  is 
responsible  for  all  of  NCUA’s  acquired 
assets,  credit  \mion  recoveries,  and 
involuntary  liquidations;  responsible  for 
managing  the  payout  process  for  all 
federally  insured  credit  unions  placed 
in  involuntary  liquidation;  manages  the 
orderly  processing  of  payment  of  share 
insurance,  sale  and/or  collection  of  loan 
portfolios,  and  liquidation  of  other 
assets;  responsible  for  managing  the 
evaluation,  disposal  and/or  management 
of  major  assets  acquired  by  the  NCUSIF. 
The  address  of  the  ALMC  is  4807 
Spicewood  Springs  Road,  suite  5100, 
Austin,  Texas  78759-8490. 

(5)  Office  of  the  Controller.  The 
Controller,  NCUA’s  chief  financial 
officer,  is  in  charge  of  budgetary, 
accounting  and  financial  matters  for  the 
NCUA.  The  Controller  is  responsible  for 
submitting  annual  budget  and  staffing 
requests  for  approval  by  the  Board  and, 
as  required,  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB);  for 
managing  NCUA’s  budgetary  resources; 
for  collecting  firom  federally  insured 
credit  unions  the  capitalization  deposits 
required  as  a  condition  of  deposit 
insurance,  and,  as  determined  by  the 
Board,  for  collecting  annual  operating 
fees  from  Federal  credit  unions;  for 
maintaining  NCUA’s  accounting  system 
and  accounting  records;  for  processing 
payroll,  travel,  and  accounts  payable 
disbursements;  and  for  preparing 
internal  and  external  financial  reports. 

(6)  Office  of  Examination  and 
Insurance.  The  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Examination  and  Insurance:  Formulates 
standards  and  procedures  for 
examination  and  supervision  of  the 
community  of  federally  insured  credit 
unions,  and  reports  to  the  Board  on  the 
performance  of  the  examination 
program;  administers  the  National 
Credit  Union  Share  Insurance  Fund 
(NCUSIF),  and  reports  on  its  condition 
and  performance,  including  the 
premiums  invested,  income  earned,  emd 
assistance  provided;  serves  as  the  Board 
expert  on  accounting  principles  and 
standards,  on  auditing  standards,  and 
on  investments  for  credit  imions; 
represents  NCUA  at  meetings  with  the 
American  Institute  of  Certified  Public 
Accountants  (AICPA),  Federal  Financial 
Institutions  Examination  Council 
(FFIEC)  and  Government  Accounting 
Office  (GAO);  and  collects  data  and 
provides  statistical  and  economical 
reports  and  research  papers  on  market 
trends  affecting  credit  unions.  The 
Director  is  also  responsible  for 
developing  and  conducting  research  in 
support  of  NCUA  programs,  and  for 
preparing  reports  on  research  activities 
for  the  information  and  use  of  agency 
staff,  credit  vmion  officials,  state  credit 
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union  supervisory  authorities,  and  other 
governmental  and  private  groups. 

The  Director.  Office  of  Examination 
and  Insurance,  also  manages  NCUA’s 
corporate  credit  union  program  in 
accordance  with  established  policies. 
The  Director’s  duties  include:  Directing 
chartering,  insurance,  examination,  and 
supervision  programs  to  promote  and 
assure  safety  and  soundness;  managing 
corporate  resources  to  meet  program 
objectives  in  the  most  economical  and 
practical  manner,  and  maintaining  good 
public  relations  with  public,  private, 
and  governmental  organizations, 
corporate  credit  union  officials,  credit 
union  organizations,  and  other  groups 
which  have  an  interest  in  corporate 
credit  union  matters. 

(7)  Office  of  the  Executive  Director. 
The  Executive  Director  translates  NCUA 
Board  policy  decisions  into  workable 
programs,  delegates  responsibility  for 
these  programs  to  appropriate  staff 
members,  and  coor^nates  the  activities 
of  the  senior  executive  staff,  which 
includes:  The  General  Counsel;  the 
Regional  Directors;  and  the  Office 
Directors  for  Administration,  Controller, 
Examination  and  Insurance,  Human 
Resources,  Information  Systems,  and 
Public  and  Congressional  Affairs. 
Because  of  the  nature  of  the  attorney/ 
client  relationship  between  the  Board 
and  General  Coimsel,  the  General 
Counsel  may  be  directed  by  the  Board 
not  to  disclose  discussions  and/or 
assignments  with  anyone,  including  the 
Executive  Director.  The  Executive 
Director  is  otherwise  to  be  privy  to  all 
matters  within  senior  executive  staffs 
responsibility. 

(8)  Office  of  General  Counsel.  The 
General  Counsel  has  overall 
responsibility  for  all  legal  matters 


affecting  NCUA  and  for  liaison  with  the 
Department  of  Justice.  The  General 
Counsel  represents  NCUA  in  all 
litigation  and  administrative  hearings 
when  such  direct  representation  is 
permitted  by  law  and,  in  other 
instances,  assists  the  attorneys 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  such 
litigation.  The  General  Counsel  also 
provides  NCUA  with  legal  advice  and 
opinions  on  all  matters  of  law,  and  the 
public  with  interpretations  of  the 
Federal  Credit  Union  Act,  the  NCUA 
Rules  and  Regulations,  and  other  NCUA 
Board  directives.  The  General  Counsel 
has  responsibility  for  the  drafting, 
reviewing,  and  publication  of  all  items 
which  appear  in  the  Federal  Register, 
including  rules,  regulations,  and  notices 
required  by  law. 

(9)  The  Office  of  Human  Resources. 
The  Office  of  Human  Resources 
provides  a  comprehensive  program  for 
the  management  of  NCUA’s  human 
resources.  This  is  done  in  support  of 
NCUA’s  goal  to  recruit,  develop,  and 
retain  a  quality  and  representative 
workforce.  The  Director  is  responsible 
for  managing  NCUA’s  compensation 
program,  for  facilitating  good 
organization  design,  for  staffing 
positions  through  recruitment  and  merit 
promotion  programs,  and  for 
maintaining  an  automated  personnel 
records  system.  The  Director  is  also 
responsible  for  the  Board’s  training, 
performance  management,  incentive 
awards,  employee  assistance,  and 
benefit  programs.  These  programs  are 
geared  to  foster  healthy  employee/ 
management  relations  and  to  provide 
employees  with  good  working 
conditions. 

(10)  Office  of  Information  Systems. 
The  Director  of  the  Office  of  Information 


Systems  is  responsible  for  managing 
NCUA’s  automated  information 
resources,  which  includes:  Ensuring  the 
accuracy,  validity,  security,  and 
integrity  of  the  Board’s  data  base; 
providing  and  supporting  efficient, 
relevant,  and  reliable  automated 
products  and  related  services; 
supporting  the  Board’s  hardware  and 
software  environment;  and  operating 
NCUA’s  automated  information 
processing  facility.  The  Director  advises 
and  counsels  of  the  Board  on  all 
automation  issues  affecting  the  NCUA. 

(11)  Office  of  the  Inspector  General. 
The  Inspector  General  reports  directly  to 
the  Board  6md  provides  semi-annual 
reports  regarding  audit  and 
investigation  activities  to  the  Board  and 
the  Congress.  The  Inspector  General  is 
responsible  for:  (a)  Conducting 
independent  audits  and  investigations 
of  all  NCUA  programs  and  functions  to 
promote  efficiency:  (b)  reviewing 
policies  and  procedures  to  evaluate 
controls  to  prevent  fraud,  waste,  and 
abuse;  and  (c)  reviewing  existing  and 
proposed  legislation  and  regulations  to 
evaluate  their  impact  on  the  economic 
and  efficient  administration  of  the 
Agency. 

(12)  Office  of  Public  and 
Congressional  Affairs.  The  Director  of 
the  Office  of  Public  Congressional 
Affairs  is  responsible  for  maintaining 
NCUA’s  relationship  with  the  public 
and  the  media;  for  liaison  with  the  U.S. 
Congress,  and  with  other  Executive 
Branch  agencies  concerning  legislative 
matters;  and  for  the  analysis  and 
development  of  legislative  proposals 
and  public  affairs  programs. 

(c)  Regional  offices. 

(1)  NCUA’s  programs  are  conducted 
through  six  regional  offices: 


Region  No. 


Area  within  region 

Office  address 

Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  York,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont. 

Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia. 

Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  Puerto  Rico,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands. 

Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Wisconsin . 

Arizona,  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Utah,  Wyoming. 

Alaska,  American  Samoa,  California,  Guam,  Hawaii,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  Oregon,  Washington. 

9  Washington  Square,  Washington  Avenue  Extension, 

Albany,  NY  12205. 

1775  Duke  Street,  suite  4206,  Alexandria,  VA  22314- 
3437. 

7000  Central  Parkway,  Suite  1600,  Atlanta,  GA  30328. 

4225  Naperville  Rd.,  suite  125,  Lisle,  IL  60532.  | 

4807  Spicewood  Springs  Road,  suite  5200,  Austin,  TX 

78759.  ] 

2300  Clayton  Road,  suite  1350,  Concord,  CA  94520. 

(2)  A  Regional  Director  is  in  charge  of 
each  Regional  Office.  The  Regional 
Director  manages  NCUA’s  programs  in 
the  Region  assigned  in  accordance  with 
established  policies.  'This  person’s 
duties  include:  Directing  (bartering. 


insurance,  examination,  and 
supervision  programs  to  promote  and 
assure  safety  and  soundness;  managing 
regional  resources  to  meet  program 
objectives  in  the  most  economical  and 
practical  manner;  and  maintaining  good 


public  relations  with  public,  private, 
and  governmental  organizations. 
Federal  credit  union  officials,  credit 
imion  organizations,  and  other  groups 
which  have  an  interest  in  credit  \inion 
matters  in  the  assigned  Region.  The 


T 
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Director  maintains  liaison  and 
cooperation  with  other  regional  offices 
of  Federal  departments  and  agencies, 
state  agencies,  city  and  county  officials, 
and  other  governmental  tmits  that  affect 
credit  unions.  The  Regional  Director  is 
aided  by  a  Deputy  Regional  Director  and 
an  Associate  Regional  Director.  Staff 
working  in  the  Regional  Office,  with  the 
exception  of  the  Special  Actions  staff, 
report  to  the  Deputy  Regional  Director. 
Each  Region  is  divided  into  examiner 
districts,  each  assigned  to  a  Supervisory 
Examiner;  groups  of  examiners  are 
directed  by  a  Supervisory  Examiner, 
each  of  whom  in  turn  reports  directly  to 
the  Associate  Regional  Director.  Special 
Actions  staff  also  report  to  the  Associate 
Regional  Director. 

(a)  NCUA  Central  Liquidity  Facility 
(CLF)—{1)  General  organization.  The 
CLF  was  created  to  improve  general 
financial  stability  by  providing  funds  to 
meet  the  liquidity  needs  of  credit 
unions.  It  is  a  mixed  ownership 
Government  corporation  under  the 
Government  Corporation  Control  Act 
(32  U.S.C.  9101,  et  seq.).  The  CLF 
corporate  headquarters  is  located  at 
1775  Duke  Street,  suite  4013, 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22314-3428. 
NCUA’s  Central  and  Regional  Offices 
provide  services  and  information  to  the 
CLF  on  a  cost  reimbursable  basis: 
depending  upon  need,  employees  of 
CLF  may  ^  assigned  to  the  Regional 
Offices.  The  CLF  is  also  assisted  in  its 
operations  by  corporate  credit  unions 
designated  as  “Agent  Members,”  which 
provide  CLF  services  to  other  credit 
unions  lacking  direct  access  to  the  CLF. 

(2)  Board  of  Directors.  The  CLF  is 
managed  by  ffie  NCUA  Board,  which 
acts  as  the  CLF  Board  of  Directors.  The 
Chairman  of  the  NCUA  Board  is  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Directors.  The 
CLF  Board  is  assisted  in  managing  the 
CLF  by  a  President,  Secretary,  and 
Treasurer  who  are  appointed  by  and  are 
responsible  to  the  CLF  Board. 

(3)  President.  The  President  is  the 
chief  executive  officer  of  the  CLF  and 
works  under  the  general  supervision  of 
the  CLF  Board.  The  President  provides 
overall  executive  direction  and 
guidance  and  is  responsible  for  the 
ongoing  management  of  the  CLF.  The 
President  manages  the  CLF  staff  and 
their  activities  in  the  Central  Office  and 
the  Regions;  provides  general 
supervision  to  the  other  officers  of  the 
CLF;  and  initiates  and  maintains 
working  relationships  with  the  credit 
union  commimity,  other  Federal  and 
state  government  authorities,  and  the 
banking  and  investment  communities. 
The  President  is  also  responsible  for 
planning,  implementing,  and  directing 
programs  related  to  the  CLF’s  lending 


policies,  procedures  and  regulations, 
and  for  directing  CLF  lending  to  regular 
members,  agent  members  and  agent 
group  representatives,  and  for 
monitoring  lending  activities 
throughout  the  CLF  to  assure  conformity 
with  policies,  procedures  and 
regulations.  The  President  must  also 
develop  and  maintain  a  working 
relationship  with  state  supervisors,  state 
insurance  authorities,  and  Federal 
financial  agencies.  In  addition,  the 
President  is  responsible  for  planning, 
implementing,  and  directing  borrowing 
and  investment  programs  to  finance  CLF 
operations.  The  President  has 
responsibility  for  directing  CLF 
borrowing  firom  the  Federal  Financing 
Bank  for  the  CLF’s  investment  of  funds 
in  the  U.S.  Government  and  agency 
securities;  and  for  developing  and 
maintaining  working  relationships  with 
the  investment  and  banking 
communities  and  Federal  financial 
agencies. 

(4)  Treasurer.  The  Treasurer  develops 
and  manages  the  CLF’s  operational 
systems  to  monitor  and  report  the  use  of 
the  CLF’s  funds.  The  Treasurer 
establishes  accounting  policies  and 
procedures  for  the  CLF,  and  maintains 
working  relationships  with  Agent 
members,  state  supervisors,  state 
insurance  corporations,  and  Federal 
financial  agencies. 

(5)  Secretary.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Board  serves  as  the  Secretary  of  the  CLF. 
The  Secretary  has  responsibility  for 
preparing  the  Board’s  agenda,  giving  all 
required  notices,  and  keeping  ffie 
minutes  of  the  Board. 

(e)  Community  Development 
Revolving  Loan  Program.  The  Chairman, 
Community  Development  Revolving 
Loan  Program,  is  responsible  for  the 
operation  of  the  Community 
Development  Revolving  Loan  Program 
for  Credit  Unions  (the  “Program”).  The 
Chairman  approves  and  disapproves 
applications  for  loans  fi'om  the  Program, 
and  provides  technical  assistance  to 
credit  imions  participating  in  the 
Program  and  performs  other  duties 
necessitated  by  part  705  of  subchapter  A 
of  this  chapter.  The  address  is  the  same 
as  for  the  Central  Office. 

§  790.3  Requests  for  action. 

Except  as  otherwise  provided  by 
NCUA  regulation,  all  applications, 
requests,  and  submittals  for  action  by 
the  NCUA  shall  be  in  writing  and 
addressed  to  the  appropriate  office 
described  in  §  790.2.  This  will  usually 
be  one  of  the  Regional  Offices.  In 
instances  where  the  appropriate  office 
cannot  be  determined,  requests  should 


be  sent  to  the  Office  of  Public  and 
Congressional  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20902  Filed  8-27-93;  8.45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  7SS5-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Wage  and  Hour  Division 

29  CFR  Part  825 
RIN  1215-AA85 

Famiiy  and  Medicai  Leave  Act  of  1993; 
Extension  of  Comment  Period 

AGENCY:  Wage  and  Hour  Division, 

Labor. 

ACTION:  Interim  rule;  extension  of 
comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  extends  the 
period  for  filing  written  comments  on 
the  interim  final  regulations 
implementing  the  Family  and  Medical 
Leave  Act  of  1993.  This  action  is  being 
taken  in  order  to  provide  interested 
parties  additional  time  and  experience 
under  the  Act  to  prepare  their 
comments. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  December  3, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Address  written  comments 
to  Maria  Echaveste,  Administrator, 

Wage  and  Hour  Division,  Employment 
Standards  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  room  S-3502,  200 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20210.  Commenters  desiring 
notification  of  receipt  of  their  comments 
are  requested  to  include  a  self- 
addressed,  steunped  post  card.  As  a 
convenience  to  commenters,  written 
comments  may  be  transmitted  by 
facsimile  (“FAX”)  machine  to  (202) 
219-5122.  This  is  not  a  toll-free  number 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

J.  Dean  Speer,  Division  of  Policy  and 
Analysis,  Wage  and  Hour  Division, 
Employment  Standards  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  room  S-3506, 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20210;  telephone  (202) 
219-8412.  This  is  not  a  toll-free  number. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Interim 
final  regulations,  29  CFR  part  825, 
implementing  the  Family  and  Medical 
Leave  Act  of  1993  (FMLA),  29  U.S.C. 
2601  et  seq.,  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  Friday,  June  4, 1993 
(58  FR  31794).  The  interim  rules,  which 
became  effective  on  August  5, 1993, 
invited  interested  parties  to  submit 
public  comments  on  or  before 
September  2, 1993.  Because  of  the 
interest  that  has  been  expressed  in  the 
implementation  of  this  Act,  and  the 
desire  of  some  commenters  to  gain 
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additional  experience  imder  the  Act  as 
they  prepare  their  comments  on  the 
interim  final  rules,  the  Department 
believes  it  is  desirable  to  extend  the 
comment  period  for  interested  parties. 
Therefore,  the  period  for  submitting 
written  comments  on  the  interim  final 
rules  implementing  the  Family  and 
Medical  Leave  Act  of  1993,  29  CFR  part 
825,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  4, 1993,  is  extended  to 
December  3, 1993. 

Signed  in  Washington,  DC,  this  24th  day  of 
August,  1993. 

Maria  Echaveste, 

Administrator,  Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20973  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  451&-Z7-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Minerals  Management  Service 

30  CFR  Part  218 
RIN  1010-AB35 

Assessments  for  Failure  To  Submit 
Payment  of  Same  Amount  as  Form 
MMS-2014  or  Bill  Document  or  To 
Provide  Adequate  Information 

AGENCY:  Minerals  M2inagement  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Minerals  Management 
Service  (MMS)  is  amending  its  Royalty 
Management  Program  (RMP)  regulations 
to  provide  for  a  new  assessment  not  to 
exceed  $250  that  may  be  charged  payors 
each  time  the  MMS  Auditing  and 
Financial  System  (AFS)  cannot 
automatically  apply  a  payment  to  a 
Report  of  Sales  and  Royalty  Remittance 
(Form  MMS-2014)  or  to  a  Bill  for 
Collection  (bill  document)  because  of 
errors  in  reporting  made  by  payors  on 
Federal  or  Indian  mineral  leases.  This 
assessment  may  also  be  charged  each 
time  a  payment  made  by  a  payor  is  not 
equivalent  in  amount  to  the  total  of 
individual  line  items  on  the  associated 
Form  MMS-2014  or  bill  document. 

This  new  assessment  will  allow  MMS 
to  recover  administrative  costs  incurred 
as  the  result  of  payor  reporting  and/or 
payment  errors  and  will  improve  the 
efficiency  of  MMS’  disbursement  of 
royalties  and  other  monies  to  States  and 
Indians. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  1, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
David  S.  Guzy,  Chief,  Rules  and 
Procedures  Staff,  Minerals  Management 
Service,  Royalty  Management  Program, 
P.O.  Box  25165,  Mail  Stop  3901, 
Denver,  Colorado  80225-0165, 
telephone  (303)  231-3432. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
principal  author  of  this  final  rule 
Marvin  D.  Shaver  of  the  Rules  and 
Procedures  Staff.  RMP,  MMS. 

I.  Background 

Pursuant  to  30  CFR  part  210,  lessees 
and  other  royalty  payors  on  Federal  and 
Indian  mineral  leases  are  required  to 
submit  certain  forms  and  reports  to 
MMS.  Section  30  CFR  210.52,  states  that 
a  completed  Report  of  Sales  and  Royalty 
Remittemce  (Form  MMS-2014,  OMB  No. 
1010-0022)  must  accompany  all 
payments  to  MMS  for  royalties  and, 
where  specified,  for  rents  on 
nonproducing  leases.  Similarly,  for 
solid  minerals  leases,  pursuant  to 
§  210.202,  as  amended  by  a  final  rule 
published  on  November  5, 1992  (57  FR 
52719),  a  Form  MMS-2014  must 
accompany  all  payments  to  MMS  for 
rents  (other  than  first  year)  and 
royalties. 

A  Bill  for  Collection  (Form  DI-1040b) 
is  issued  by  MMS  to  notify  a  payor  of 
assessments,  late-payment  interest 
charges,  or  other  amoimts  owed.  Bills 
are  also  issued  to  purchasers  of  royalty 
oil  under  the  Government’s  Royalty-in- 
Kind  program. 

The  royalty  reports  and  bill 
documents  are  part  of  MMS’  automated 
royalty  accoimting  system,  AFS.  A 
receivable  fi'om  a  payor  is  created  in 
AFS  when  a  payor  reports  royalty  due 
on  a  Form  MM^2014  or  when  a  bill  is 
entered  in  AFS  and  issued  to  a  payor. 
From  the  information  entered  into  AFS 
with  respect  to  a  royalty  report,  or  bill 
or  payment  document,  AFS  attempts  to 
automatically  apply  each  payment  to 
the  associated  royalty  report  or  bill 
documents.  If  a  payment  cannot  be 
automatically  applied  by  AFS  to  the 
associated  royalty  report  or  bill 
document  because  of  inadequate  or 
erroneous  information,  it  must  be 
manually  researched  and  applied  by 
MMS  personnel. 

If  a  payment  is  made  by  a  payor  via 
Electronic  Fimds  Transfer  (HT),  MMS 
receives  a  transmittal  message  of  the 
payment  firom  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  Fed  wire  Deposit  System.  If  a 
payment  is  remitted  by  a  payor  directly 
to  a  lockbox  for  an  Indian  tribe  that  has 
a  lockbox  payment  arrangement,  MMS 
receives  notification  of  receipt  of  the 
payment  fi'om  the  financial  institution 
involved.  The  information  on  EFT  and 
lockbox  payments  is  entered  into  AFS 
upon  receipt  by  MMS. 

If  a  specific  royalty  report  or  bill 
document  has  not  had  full  payment 
applied,  the  unapplied  portion  remains 
as  a  receivable  balance  in  AFS.  This 
situation  may  result  if  a  payment  has 
been  automatically  applied  by  the  AFS, 


but  is  less  than  the  total  of  individual 
line  items  on  the  royalty  report  or  bill 
document  or  if  a  payment  cannot  be 
applied  by  AFS  because  of  inadequate 
or  erroneous  information  provided  by 
the  payor.  If  a  payment  amoimt  is 
greater  than  the  total  of  individual  line 
items  on  the  royalty  report  or  bill 
document,  AFS  will  only  apply  an 
amount  equal  to  the  total  of  the 
individual  line  items,  and  AFS  will 
have  an  excess  cash  balance.  In  either 
case,  manual  effort  is  required  by  MMS 
personnel  to  research  cash  and 
receivable  balances  to  resolve 
differences. 

The  manual  effort  required  by  MMS 
personnel  to  research  cash  and 
receivable  balances  results  in  MMS 
incurring  substantial  costs  so  that  AFS 
can  operate  properly  to  accoimt  for  and 
distribute  royalties.  To  recover  costs 
related  to  this  effort  and  to  encourage 
more  careful  preparation  of  royalty 
reports  and  payments  by  payors.  MMS 
published  a  Notice  in  the  F^eral 
Register  on  March  22, 1990  (55  FR 
10630),  proposing  to  amend  its 
regulations  to  provide  for  a  new 
assessment.  The  new  assessment,  not  to 
exceed  $250,  was  proposed  to  be 
charged  payors  each  time  that  a 
specified  reporting  and/or  payment 
violation  occurred. 

In  response  to  the  proposed 
rulemaldng,  MMS  received  comments 
fiom  10  lessees/payors  and  other 
interested  parties.  All  of  these 
comments  were  considered  in  this  final 
rulemaking  and  are  discussed  in  Section 
II  below,  "nie  final  rule  is  summarized 
and  discussed  in  Section  III  below.* 

U.  Comments  Received  on  Proposed 
Rule 

The  proposed  rulemaking  (55  FR 
10630,  March  22, 1990)  provided  for  a 
60-day  public  comment  period,  which 
ended  May  21, 1990.  Ten  commenters 
fiom  industry  submitted  comments 
during  this  period.  No  comments  were 
received  fium  Indian  representatives. 
The  comments  that  were  received  are 
addressed  in  this  section  according  to 
the  nature  of  the  comment.  The  final 
rule  has  been  revised  to  reflect 
comments,  as  appropriate. 

(a)  Opposition  to  the  New  Assessment 

Seven  commenters  expressed 
opposition  to  the  proposed  new 
assessment.  The  comments  that  were 
received  fiom  these  commenters  are 
discussed  below: 

(1)  One  commenter  questioned  MMS’ 
authority  to  impose  such  strict  liability 
penalties.  This  commenter  stated  that  if 
Congress  had  intended  for  MMS  to  have 
such  authority,  the  pertinent  statutes 
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would  have  specifically  provided  for 
this  authority. 

Response:  Congress  has  passed 
numerous  laws  that  establish  the 
responsibility  and  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  with  respect  to 
minerals  management  functions  on 
Federal  and  Indian  lands.  For  example, 
section  301(a)  of  the  Federal  Oil  and  Gas 
Royalty  Management  Act  of  1982 
(FOGRMA),  30  U.S.C.  1751,  which 
applies  to  Federal  and  Indian  oil  and 
gas  leases,  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  (Secretary)  to  prescribe  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  or  she  deems 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  the 
Act.  Section  101  of  FOGRMA,  30  U.S.C. 
1711,  requires  that  the  Secretary 
establish  a  comprehensive  accoimting 
and  auditing  system. 

The  Secretary’s  responsibility  for 
royalty  and  mineral  revenues 
management  was  assigned  to  MMS  by 
Secretarial  Order  No.  3071,  dated 
January  19, 1982,  and  amended  on  May 
10, 1982,  and  SeCTetarial  Order  No. 

3087,  dated  December  3, 1982. 
Consequently,  MMS  is  of  the  opinion 
that  it  has  the  authority  to  estabhsh  the 
new  assessment  as  provided  for  in  the 
final  rule. 

(2)  Three  commenters  argued  that  the 
proposed  rule  did  not  consider 
underlying  conditions  which  result  in 
reporting  and  payment  problems.  One  of 
these  commenters  suggested  that  the 
causes  of  the  problem  should  be 
investigated  and  resolved  rather  than  to 
just  impose  additional  penalties. 

Examples  of  vmderlying  conditions, 
identified  by  these  commenters, 
included  the  following: 

(i)  Problems  may  stem  from  the 
requirement  for  early  payment  of 
royalties  on  production,  particularly  gas 
and  gas  liquids,  the  proceeds  firom 
which  may  not  be  known  when  the 
royalty  payment  is  required. 

(ii)  Improvement  and  simplification 
are  needed  to  the  MMS  Production 
Accovmting  and  Auditing  System  and 
AFS. 

(iii)  It  is  inappropriate  to  attribute 
reconciliation  errors  solely  to  the  payor. 
Because  the  payor  does  not  have  perfect 
control  over  the  accuracy  of  information 
provided  by  third  parties  for  the 
purpose  of  rendering  royalty  payments 
and  reports,  it  is  not  equitable  to  assess 
an  additional  penalty  every  time 
reconciliation  difierences  are  identified. 
In  the  past,  bills  issued  by  MMS  for 
unliquidated  amounts  have  been  found 
to  be  seriously  overstated. 

(iv)  Because  MMS  regulations  do  not 
provide  for  payment  of  interest  on 
overpayments,  there  may  be  a  tendency 
of  payors  to  avoid  overpayments  at  the 
risk  of  imderpayments. 


(v)  Because  the  error  could  be  an 
overpayment  in  favor  of  the  lessor,  the 
assessment  of  a  penalty  may  not  be 
equitable. 

(vi)  In  making  a  timely  royalty  report 
to  avoid  penalty  and  interest,  a  payor 
becomes  at  risk  for  reporting  with 
inadequate  information. 

Response:  The  MMS  agrees  that  there 
are  many  underlying  conditions  that 
affect  the  accuracy  of  reporting  and 
payment  of  amounts  owed  by  payors  on 
Federal  and  Indian  mineral  leases. 
However,  these  conditions  should  not 
prevent  the  payor  from  submitting  its 
payment  for  the  same  amount  that  it 
reported  as  owed  on  a  royalty  report 
whether  or  not  correctly  reported,  or  for 
the  amount  due  on  a  bill  document. 

Also,  those  conditions  should  not 
prevent  the  payor  from  providing 
adequate  and  accurate  information  to 
allow  the  payment  to  be  automatically 
applied  by  AFS  to  the  royalty  report  or 
bill  document.  Therefore,  MMS  did  not 
revise  the  proposed  rule  to  reflect  the 
concerns  expressed  by  these 
commenters. 

(3)  Four  commenters  expressed  their 
opinions  that  existing  MMS  assessment 
regulations  already  encourage  the 
submittal  of  accurate  royalty  reports  and 
payments  and  that  any  additional 
assessment  would  result  in  an  unfair 
duplication  of  penalties.  Another 
commenter  stated  that  the  proposed 
new  assessment  is  not  an 
encouragement  to  better  reporting  and 
payment,  but  rather  an  irritation. 

Response:  Although  the  assessment 
and  interest  charges  provided  for  imder 
existing  regulations  have  resulted  in  an 
increase  in  the  accuracy  of  reports  and 
payments  submitted  by  payors, 
additional  improvement  is  needed.  In 
many  instances,  inadequate  and/or 
erroneous  information  submitted  by 
payors  continues  to  delay  the  payment 
application  process  with  a  resulting 
delay  in  MMS’  distribution  of  royalties 
and  related  information  to  States  and 
Indian  tribes  and  allottees.  The  new 
assessment  is  not  a  duplication  of 
assessments  and/or  interest  authorized 
by  other  MMS  regulations  and  is  needed 
to  encourage  more  careful  preparation 
and  submittal  of  reports  and  payments 
by  payors. 

Therefore,  MMS  did  not  revise  the 
proposed  rule  to  reflect  the  concerns 
expressed  by  these  commenters. 

(b)  Exceptions  or  Limitations  to  the  New 
Assessment 

Although  generally  opposed  to  the 
proposed  new  assessment,  9  of  the  10 
commenters  recommended  that  the  new 
assessment  not  be  charged  in  certain 
situations  or  be  limited  in  amount.  The 


exceptions  and  limitations 
recommended  by  these  commenters  are 
discussed  below: 

(1)  Three  commenters  were  of  the 
opinion  that  there  should  be  no 
assessment  if  incorrect  reporting  occurs 
through  no  fault  of  the  payor  or  due  to 
matters  beyond  the  control  of  the  payor. 
They  recommended  that  the  final  rule 
establish  who  is  responsible  if  a  bank  or 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service  is  at  fault  for 
losing  information. 

Response:  Under  the  final  rule,  the 
new  assessment  may  be  charged  each 
time  that  a  specified  violation  is 
committed  by  a  payor,  regardless  of 
whether  or  not  the  amount  reported  was 
correct  or  receipt  of  the  report  by  MMS 
was  delayed  by  others.  It  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  payor  to  ensure  that 
proper  payment  and  report  information 
is  received  timely  by  MMS  to  permit 
AFS  to  apply  payments  to  associated 
royalty  reports  and  bill  documents. 

(2)  One  commenter  recommended 
that  the  final  rule  include  a  provision 
that  would  exclude  £iny  documents  that 
were  submitted  based  on  explicit 
instructions  given  by  MMS  and  later 
determined  to  be  incorrect  or  deficient 
in  any  manner.  In  this  commenter’s 
opinion,  payors  should  not  be  penalized 
for  relying  upon  official  MMS 
guidelines  that  are  later  determined  to 
be  incorrect. 

Response:  As  stated  in  MMS’ 
response  \mder  paragraph  n(b)(l)  of  this 
preamble,  the  new  assessment  would 
only  be  charged  as  the  result  of  the 
violations  specified  in  the  rule  that  are 
committed  by  the  payor.  Therefore, 
MMS  did  not  consider  it  necessary  to 
include  the  recommended  provision  in 
the  final  rule. 

(3)  One  commenter  expressed  an 
understanding  that  there  will  not  be  an 
assessment  in  instances  where  a  payor 
receives  a  bill  and  a  full  payment  is  not 
made  due  to  an  appeal  of  the  full 
amoimt  or  portion  thereof.  The 
commenter  understood  that  this 
situation  would  be  determined  based  on 
research  performed  by  MMS. 

Response:  The  MMS  published  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  February  23, 1990 
(55  FR  6401)  to  clarify  its  regulations 
regarding  suspension  of  MMS  decisions 
and  orders  pending  appeal.  Comments 
received  from  the  public  were 
considered  and  a  final  rule  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  30, 1992  (57  FR  44991).  This 
rulemaking,  which  was  codified  at  30 
CFR  243.2,  addresses  suspension  of  a 
required  payment  of  a  bill  pending  a 
decision  on  an  appeal. 

The  assessment  provided  in 
§  218.41(a)  of  this  final  rule  would  not 
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be  charged  when  a  payor  has  filed  a 
timely  appeal  and  has  provided  MMS 
with  an  acceptable  surety  instrument 
within  the  allowed  time  period  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  30 
CFR  part  243. 

(4)  Two  commenters  expressed 
concern  that  the  new  assessment  would 
be  charged  where  good  faith  efforts  had 
been  made  by  payors  regardless  of 
whether  or  not  negligence  or  culpable 
conduct  is  involved.  Four  other 
commenters  recommended  that 
assessments  not  be  imposed  for 
inadvertent  and  nonrecurring  errors. 

Response:  The  MMS  assumes  that 
most  payors  make  a  good  faith  effort  to 
report  and  pay  properly.  However, 
payors  sometimes,  for  various  reasons 
(including  inadvertent  errors),  submit 
inadequate  or  erroneous  information. 

The  new  assessment  will  encourage 
more  careful  preparation  and  submittal 
of  reports  and  payments  by  payors. 

Under  the  final  rule,  the  new 
assessment  may  be  charged  each  time 
MMS  determines  that  the  payor 
committed  a  violation,  regardless  of 
whether  or  not  the  violation  was 
inadvertent  and  nonrecurring. 

(5)  Because  of  the  many  problems 
involved  relative  to  nonstandard  Indian 
reporting  and  paying,  one  commenter 
recommended  that  any  violations 
relative  to  nonstandard  leases  be 
exempted  fi'om  the  final  rule. 

Response:  The  MMS  agrees  that  there 
are  many  problems  associated  with 
nonstandard  leases.  However,  these 
problems  should  not  affect  the  payor’s 
responsibility  and  ability  to  prepare  and 
submit  adequate  and  correct 
information  relative  to  any  payment  or 
report  document  that  it  may  submit  on 
nonstandard  leases.  Consequently,  MMS 
did  not  exclude  nonstandard  leases 
from  the  new  assessment  in  the  final 
rule. 

(6)  One  commenter  identified  the 
following  situations  which  could  result 
in  invalid  and  erroneous  assessments. 

— Failure  of  MMS  to  process  a  credit  or 

refund  prior  to  applying  an  adjusted 
payment  to  a  bill. 

— A  payment  submitted  to  MMS  in 
error,  which  must  be  returned.  In 
these  cases  there  is  no  receivable 
established  in  AFS. 

— The  payor’s  submittal  of  a  correcting 
Form  MMS-2014  report  which  results 
in  a  different  payment  amount. 

— An  MMS  keypunch  error  which 
results  in  a  wrong  report  total. 

Because  of  their  concerns  that  a  payor 
could  improperly  be  assessed  a  penalty, 
three  commenters  recommended  that 
the  assessment  not  be  automatic.  They 
also  suggested  that  the  final  rule  provide 


for  some  error  rate  without  a  penalty  to 
allow  MMS  to  exercise  some  discretion. 
These  commenters  suggested  that  if  an 
assessment  must  be  made,  it  should  be 
based  on  graduated  experience  (average 
number  of  errors  during  a  past  period) 
and  on  the  significance  of  the  error 
(amount  of  effort  required  by  MMS  to 
correct  error).  Three  commenters  stated 
that  if  additional  penalties  must  be 
imposed,  they  should  be  directed 
toward  payors  who  consistently  make 
reporting  or  payment  errors;  i.e., 
frequent  offenders  and  those  who 
blatantly  disregard  MMS  instructions. 

Response:  Tne  AFS  identifies 
instances  when  a  payment  has  not  been 
automatically  applied  to  a  royalty  report 
or  bill  document.  However,  the  AFS 
cannot  identify  the  reason  why  a 
payment  was  not  applied.  Therefore, 
MMS  personnel  must  manually  review 
each  unapplied  payment  to  determine 
why  it  was  not  applied  by  the  AFS.  If 
the  unapplied  payment  was  due  to  a 
reporting  or  payment  error  committed 
by  the  payor,  as  defined  in  paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  of  §  218.41  of  the  final  rule, 
an  assessment  may  be  charged. 

Significant  additional  administrative 
effort  would  be  required  by  MMS  to 
identify  past  errors  and  the  significance 
of  errors  committed  by  payors. 

Therefore,  for  consistency  and  equity, 
the  assessment  provided  by  the  final 
rule  may  be  charged  each  time  that  the 
payor  commits  a  violation. 

(7)  One  commenter  stated  that  an 
automatic  assessment  may  result  in 
increased  administrative  costs  as  the 
result  of  appeals.  The  commenter 
suggested  that  if  an  automatic 
assessment  is  adopted,  the  final  rule 
should  provide  for  a  method  of 
questioning  the  assessment  through  the 
MMS  Lessee  Contract  Branch  without 
filing  a  formal  appeal. 

Response:  Altnough  some  payors  may 
appeal  the  new  assessment,  MMS  does 
not  consider  it  necessary  or  desirable  to 
establish  an  alternate  method  of 
resolving  the  assessment  as  suggested  by 
this  commenter.  Under  the  final  rule, 
payors  will  have  the  right  to  file  a 
formal  appeal  of  the  assessment  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  30 
CFR  part  243.  If,  in  its  appeal,  the  payor 
can  demonstrate  no  violation,  MMS  will 
issue  a  credit. 

(c)  Ambiguities  in  Proposed  Rule 

Two  commenters  stated  that  the 
proposed  rule  was  unclear  in  certain 
areas  and  recommended  that  these  areas 
be  clarified  in  the  final  rule.  The 
ambiguities  identified  by  these 
commenters  are  discussed  below: 

(1)  One  commenter  agreed  with  MMS’ 
intent  that  the  assessment  should  apply 


to  the  total  and  complete  royalty  report, 
as  applicable,  and  not  to  each  line  item 
that  may  be  incorrect.  However,  both 
commenters  stated  that,  as  written,  there 
is  an  ambiguity  in  the  proposed 
regulations  that  could  improperly  result 
in  multiple  assessments.  In  their 
opinion,  the  terms  “report  document,” 
“payment  document,”  and  “per 
incident,”  could  be  misinterpreted  to 
apply  to  each  line  item  contained  on  a 
Form  MMS-2014.  Therefore,  they 
recommend  that  the  final  rule  be 
clarified  by  deleting  the  words  “per 
incident”  throughout  the  final 
regulations. 

Response:  Because  the  assessment 
would  only  be  charged  as  the  result  of 
errors  relative  to  preparation  and 
submittal  of  the  total  and  complete 
royalty  report  and  not  to  individual  line 
items  on  the  report,  MMS  does  not  feel 
that  multiple  assessments  could  result. 
However,  for  purposes  of  clarification, 
MMS  has  removed  the  words  “per 
incident”  in  the  final  rule  as 
recommended  by  the  commenters.  As 
stated  in  section  III  (a)  below,  MMS  has 
also  specifically  identified  “Form 
MMS-2014”  as  the  report  document  in 
the  final  rule  to  lesson  confusion. 

(2)  One  commenter  recommended 
that  the  final  rule  specifically  state  that 
the  assessment  is  in  addition  to  the 
assessments  and  interest  charges 
provided  for  in  30  CFR  218.40  and 
218.54. 

Response:  Because  this  assessment 
will  be  codified  as  a  separate  regulation 
at  §  218.41,  MMS  does  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  include  a  statement  therein 
that  it  is  in  addition  to  any  other 
assessment  and/or  interest  provided  for 
in  other  MMS  regulations. 

(3)  One  commenter  stated  that 
§  218.41(a)  of  the  proposed  rule  is 
misleading  as  it  applies  to  EFT 
payments.  The  commenter  felt  that  this 
paragraph  could  be  construed  to  mean 
that  the  Form  MMS-2014  must 
accompany  EFT  payments.  The 
commenter  recommended  that  MMS 
rewrite  this  paragraph  to  more 
accurately  address  the  EFT  process. 

Response:  The  proposed  rule 
provided  for  an  assessment  for  each 
payment  submitted  without  the 
accompanying  report/bill  document  6uid 
for  each  report/bill  document  submitted 
without  the  accompanying  payment 
document.  However,  after  fur^er 
consideration,  MMS  has  excluded  the 
proposed  assessment  for  this  type  of 
violation  from  the  final  rule.  The 
exclusion  of  this  assessment  from  the 
final  rule  resolves  this  commenter*s 
concern. 
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(d)  Advance  Notification  of  Assessment 

Three  commenters  recommended  that 
MMS  provide  advance  notification  to 
payors  before  any  assessment  is 
charged.  One  commenter  stated  that 
under  the  legal  requirement  for  “due 
process,”  the  payor  must  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  explain  discrepancies 
before  any  assessment  is  imposed.  A 
different  commenter,  who  was  opposed 
to  an  automatic  assessment, 
recommended  that  the  assessment  be 
charged  only  after  a  careless  payor  with 
repeated  violations  had  been  served 
with  a  notice  that  an  assessment  would 
be  charged  for  further  violations.  The 
third  commenter  was  of  the  opinion  that 
MMS  should  be  required  to  notify 
payors  of  the  problems  causing  an 
assessment  in  order  for  corrective  action 
to  be  taken  prior  to  the  payor’s  next 
submittal  of  a  report  and  payment. 

Response:  Lessees  and  payors  on 
Federal  and  Indian  mineral  leases  have 
a  responsibility  to  be  knowledgeable  of 
laws  and  regulations  governing  the 
reporting  and  payment  of  royalties  and 
other  monies  owed  on  those  leases. 
Therefore,  MMS  did  not,  under  the  final 
rule,  provide  for  advance  notification  to 
payors  before  an  assessment  will  be 
charged. 

A  bill  will  be  issued  by  MMS  to  a 
payor  who  is  charged  an  assessment 
under  the  final  rule  which  will  explain 
the  reason  for  the  assessment.  Upon 
receipt  of  the  bill,  the  payor  should  take 
appropriate  corrective  action  prior  to  its 
next  submission  of  the  royalty  report 
and/or  payment  to  avoid  subsequent 
assessments. 

III.  Summary  and  Discussion  of  Final 
Rule 

This  final  rulemeiking  will  be 
included  in  MMS  regulations  at  30  CFR 
218.41.  The  final  rule  is  summarized 
and  discussed  below: 

(a)  Under  §  218.41(a)  of  the  final  rule, 
MMS  may  charge  payors  an  assessment 
not  to  exceed  $250  each  time  that  a 
payment  amount  is  not  equivalent  in 
amount  to  the  total  of  individual  line 
items  on  the  associated  Form  MMS- 
2014  or  a  bill  document,  unless  the 
difference  in  amount  has  been 
authorized  by  MMS. 

The  proposed  rule  (55  FR 10631, 
March  22, 1990)  included  references  to 
separate  Reports  of  Sales  and  Royalty 
Remittance  for  oil  and  gas  (Form  MMS- 
2014)  and  for  solid  minerals  (Form 
MMS-4014).  However,  MMS  published 
a  Notice  of  Final  Rulemaking  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  5, 1992 
(FR  52719)  to  amend  its  regulations  to 
eliminate  the  Form  MMS-4014  and  to 
combine  all  royalty  reporting 


requirements  on  the  Form  MMS-2014. 
For  this  reason,  MMS  has  removed  all 
references  to  Form  MMS-4014  from  the 
discussion  and  text  of  the  final  rule.  The 
MMS  has  also  removed  references  to 
"report  document”  and  has  specifically 
identified  Form  MMS-2014  as  the 
report  document  in  the  discussion  and 
text  of  the  final  rule  to  avoid  confusion 
with  the  definition  of  a  report  at 
§  218.40(c). 

A  “Form  MMS-2014,”  for  purposes  of 
the  final  rule,  includes  submissions  of 
royalty  information  by  magnetic  media. 
Magnetic  media  submissions  include 
submissions  by  magnetic  tape,  magnetic 
cartridge,  or  floppy  diskette.  See 
paragraph  §  218.41(c). 

(b)  Under  §  218.41(b)  of  the  final  rule, 
MMS  may  charge  payors  an  assessment 
not  to  exceed  $250  each  time  that  a 
payment  cannot  be  automatically 
applied  by  AFS  to  the  associated  Form 
N^S-2014  or  bill  document  because  of 
inadequate  or  erroneous  information 
submitted  by  the  payor.  This  provision, 
proposed  as  paragraph  §  218.41(d),  has 
been  redesignated  as  paragraph 
§  218.41(b)  in  the  final  rule.  Inadequate 
or  erroneous  information  as  defined  in 
the  final  rule  is  discussed  below: 

(1)  Incorrect  payor-assigned 
document  number  or  no  payor-assigned 
document  number  on  a  Form  MMS- 
2014  and  on  the  associated  payment 
document.  Payors  are  required  to 
complete  block  3a  on  Form  MMS-2014. 
This  block  provides  for  the  payor’s 
identification  of  a  unique  “payor 
assigned  document  number”  (hereafter 
referred  to  as  a  “3a  number”).  The  same 
unique  3a  number  is  also  required  to  be 
identified  on  the  associated  payment 
document  (EFT  message,  check,  bank 
draft,  money  order,  etc.),  in  order  to 
provide  a  cross  reference  and  facilitate 
the  automated  application  by  AFS  of  the 
payment  to  the  proper  Form  MMS- 
2014. 

As  stated  in  section  2.2.5  of  Volume 
II  of  the  MMS  Oil  and  Gas  Payor 
Handbook  and  instructions  provided  in 
the  AFS  Solid  Minerals  Payor 
Handbook,  it  is  imperative  that  the  3a 
number  be  unique  and  used  for  only  one 
report/payment  combination.  The  reuse 
of  the  same  payor  assigned  3a  number 
in  subsequent  reporting  periods  may 
result  in  the  associated  payment  being 
misapplied  to  the  wrong  Form  MMS- 
2014  and  would  subject  a  payor  to  an 
assessment.  See  §  218.41  (b)(1)  and 
(b)(2). 

(2)  Bill  for  Collection  number  not 
identified  on  the  payment  document, 
when  required.  Instructions  are 
included  with  each  Bill  for  Collection 
issued  to  a  payor  requesting  that  the  bill 


number  be  identified  on  the  payment 
document.  See  §218.41  (b)(2). 

(3)  Absent  or  incorrect  name  of 
administering  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
(BIA)  Agency! Area  office  and  word 
"allotted"  or  tribe  name  on  payments 
remitted  to  MMS  for  Indian  tribes  and 
allottees.  As  stated  in  section  2.4. 3. 5  of 
Volume  II  of  the  MMS  Oil  and  Gas 
Payor  Handbook  and  instructions 
provided  in  the  AFS  Solid  Minerals 
Payor  Handbook,  payors  are  required  to 
specify  the  word  “allotted”  and  the 
name  of  the  administering  Bureau  of 
Indian  Aftairs  Agency/ Area  office  on  a 
check  remitted  to  MMS  for  a  payment 
on  an  Indian  allotted  lease.  In  the  case 
of  a  payment  on  an  Indian  tribal  lease, 
the  ^eck  must  specify  the  name  of  the 
appropriate  tribe.  In  accordance  with 

§  218.51,  all  payors  whose  aggregate 
royalty  payment  obligation  totals 
$10,000  or  more  must  make  a  payment 
by  EFT,  unless  otherwise  directed  by 
MMS.  fri  the  case  of  EFT  payments,  the 
payor  must  identify  the  tribe/allottee  on 
the  EFT  message  by  a  five  digit  code  in 
accordance  with  instructions  provided 
by  MMS  to  payors.  See  §  218.41(b)(3). 

(4)  Absent  or  incorrect  MMS  assigned 
payor  code  on  payment  document.  As 
stated  in  section  1.1.6  of  Volume  n  of 
the  MMS  Oil  and  Gas  Payor  Handbook, 
and  instructions  provided  in  the  AFS 
Solid  Minerals  Payor  Handbook,  all 
payments,  reports,  and  correspondence 
must  include  a  five-digit  MMS  assigned 
payor  code.  Companies  with  multiple 
payor  codes  must  submit  a  separate 
royalty  report  and  payment  for  each 
payor  code.  Payors  reporting  via 
magnetic  media  submission  may  submit 
more  than  one  report  on  their 
submission;  however,  each  report  may 
only  contain  one  payor  code.  See 

§  218.41(b)(4). 

(c)  The  amount  of  the  assessment  to 
be  imposed  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  the  final  rule  will  be 
established  periodically  by  MMS  based 
on  its  experience  with  costs  and 
improper  reporting  and/or  payment  by 
payors.  Based  on  recent  MMS  cost 
experience,  the  assessment  amount  will 
initially  be  set  at  $100  for  each 
violation.  The  MMS  will  publish  a 
Notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  the 
initial  and  any  subsequent  revised 
assessment  amount(s)  to  be  applied  with 
the  effective  dates.  See  §  218.41(f). 

Procedural  Matters 

Executive  Order  12291  and  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Department  of  the  Interior 
(Department)  has  determined  that  this 
document  is  not  a  major  rule  under 
Executive  Order  12291  and  certifies  that 
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this  document  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  ratlties 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.). 

The  assessment  provided  by  this  final 
rulemaking  will  allow  MMS  to  recover 
administrative  costs  as  the  result  of 
payor  reporting  and/or  payment  errors 
and  will  improve  the  efficiency  of  MMS' 
disbursement  of  royalties  and  other 
monies  to  States  and  Indians. 

Executive  Order  12630 

The  Department  certifies  that  the  rule 
does  not  represent  a  governmental 
action  capable  of  interference  with 
constitutionally  protected  property 
rights.  Thus,  a  Takings  Implication 
Assessment  need  not  be  prepared 
pursuant  to  Executive  Onier  12630, 
"Government  Action  and  Interference 
with  Constitutionally  Protected  Property 
Rights." 

Executive  Order  12778 

The  Department  has  certified  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  that 
these  final  regulations  meet  the 
applicable  standards  provided  in 
sections  2(a)  and  2(b)(2)  of  Executive 
Order  12778. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980 

This  final  rule  does  not  contain 
information  collection  requirements 
which  require  approval  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  under  44 
U.S.C.  3501  et  seq. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969 

It  is  hereby  determined  that  this 
rulemaking  does  not  constitute  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quahty  of  the  human  environment  and 
a  detailed  statement  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (2)(C)  of  section  102  of  the 
Nation^  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  [42  U.S.C  4332(2)(C)]  is  not 
required. 

List  of  Subjects  in  30  CFR  Part  218 

Coal.  Continental  shelf,  Electronic 
funds  transfers.  Geothermal  energy. 
Government  contracts,  Indian  lands. 
Mineral  royalties.  Natural  gas.  Penalties, 
Petroleum,  Public  lands-mineral 
resources.  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Dated:  )ime  14. 1993. 

Bob  Arnutrong, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Land  and  Minerals 
Management 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble.  30  CFR  part  218  is  amended 
as  set  forth  below: 


PART  218~C0LLECT10N  OF 
ROYALTIES,  RENTALS.  BONUSES, 
AND  OTHER  MONIES  DUE  THE 
FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  218 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

AdHiority:  5  U.S.a  301  et  seq.;  25  U.S.C 
396  et  eeq.;  25  U.S.C.  396a  et  seq.;  25  U.S.G 
2101  et  seq.;  30  U.S.C  181  et  seq.;  30  U.S.G 
351  et  seq.;  30  U.S.C.  1001  et  seq.;  30  U.S.C 
1701  et  seq.;  31  U.S.G  3716;  31  U.S.C. 

3720A:  31  U.S.C  9701;  43  U.S.C  1301  et 
seq.;  43  U.S.Q  1331  et  seq.;  and  43  U.S.C. 
1801  et  seq. 

2.  A  new  $  218.41  is  added  under 
Subpait  A — General  Provisions  to  read 
as  follows: 

1218.41  Aasaeamanta  for  failure  to  submit 
payment  of  same  amount  as  Form  MUS- 
2014  or  bin  document  or  to  provide 
adequate  inf  ormatkm. 

(a)  An  assessment  of  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $250  may  be  charged  when  the 
amount  of  a  payment  submitted  by  a 
payor  is  not  eouivalent  in  amount  to  the 
total  of  individual  line  items  on  the 
associated  Form  MMS  2014  or  bill 
document,  unless  the  difference  in 
amount  has  been  authorized  by  MMS. 

(b)  An  assessment  of  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $250  may  be  charged  for  each 
payment  submitted  by  a  payor  that 
caimot  be  automatically  applied  by  AFS 
to  the  associated  Form  Mb^2014  or 
bill  document  because  of  inadequate  or 
erroneous  information  submitted  by  the 
payor.  For  purposes  of  this  section, 
inadequate  or  erroneous  information  is 
defined  as: 

(1)  Absent  m  incorrect  payor  assigned 
document  number,  required  to  be 
identified  by  the  payor  in  Block  3a  on 

a  Form  MM^2014,  or  the  reuse  of  the 
same  payor  assigned  dociunent  (“3a”) 
number  in  a  sub^uent  reporting 
period. 

(2)  Absent  or  incorrect  bill  document 
invoice  number  (to  include  the  four 
character  alpha  prefix  and  the  eight 
digit  niunber)  or  the  payor-assigned  3a 
number  required  to  be  identified  by  the 
payor  on  the  associated  payment 
document,  or  the  reuse  of  the  same 
payor  assigned  3a  number  in  a 
subseouent  reporting  period. 

(3)  Absent  or  incorrect  name  of  the 
administering  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
Agency/ Area  office  and  the  word 
"Plotted”  or  the  tribe  name  on  payment 
documents  remitted  to  MMS  for  an 
Indian  tribe  or  allottee.  If  the  payment 
is  made  by  EFT,  the  payor  must  identify 
the  tribe/allottee  on  the  EFT  message  by 
a  pre-established  five  digit  code. 

(4)  Absent  or  incorrect  MMS  assigned 
pavor  code  on  a  payment  document. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  the 
term  "Form  MMS-2014"  includes 


submission  of  reports  of  royalty 
information  by  mametic  media. 
Magnetic  mema  submissions  include 
submissions  by  magnetic  tape,  magnetic 
cartridge,  or  floppy  diskette. 

(d)  For  piuposes  of  this  section,  a  bill 
document  is  defined  as  any  Bill  of 
Collection  (Form  DI-1040b)  that  has 
been  issued  by  MMS  for  assessments, 
late-payment  interest  charges,  or  other 
amounts  owed. 

(e)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  a 
payment  document  is  defined  as  one  of 
the  payment  methods  identified  in 

$  218.51(a)(3). 

(f)  The  amount  of  the  assessment  to  be 
imposed  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  of  this  section  shall  be  established 
periodically  by  MMS.  The  assessment 
amount  wiU  be  based  on  MMS’ 
experimce  with  costs  and  improper 
reporting  and/or  payment  as  specified 
in  this  section.  The  MMS  will  publish 

a  Notice  in  the  Federal  Roister  of  the 
assessment  amount  to  be  applied  with 
the  effective  date. 

[FR  Doc.  93-21019  Filed  6-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BHJJNQ  oooe  Wie-Mn-M 

Office  of  Surteco  Mining  Radamation 
and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Part  916 

Kanaae  Permanent  Regulatory 
Program:  Correction 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Surfece  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
final  rule  concerning  a  permanent 
program  amendment  from  the  State  of 
Kaiisas  under  the  Surface  Mining 
Control  and  Reclamation  Act  of  1977,  at 
30  CFR  916.15,  Approval  of  Regulatory 
Program  Amendments. 

Tbe  rule  published  on  Monday,  June 
14, 1993,  incorrectly  codified  30  Ct'k 
916.15,  the  approval  of  regulatory 
amendments.  A  subsequent  correction 
notice  published  on  June  22, 1993  (58 
FR  33986),  incorrectly  recodified  30 
CFR  915.15,  the  approval  of  regulatory 
program  amendments. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  14, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jerry  R.  Ennis,  (816)  374-6405. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background  on  the  Kansas  Program 

On  January  21, 1981,  the  Secretary  of 
Interior  conffitionaliy  approved  the 
Kansas  program.  General  backgroimd 
information  on  the  Kansas  program, 
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including  the  Secretary’s  findings,  the 
disposition  of  comments,  and  the 
conditions  of  approval  of  the  Kansas 
program  can  be  foimd  in  the  January  21, 
1981,  Federal  Register  (46  FR  5892). 
Subsequent  actions  concerning  Kansas’ 
program  and  program  amendments  can 
be  found  at  30  CFR  916.12,  916.15,  and 
916.16. 

Need  for  Correction 

As  pubhshed,  the  Final  regulation 
contains  an  error  which  may  prove  to  be 
misleading  and  is  in  need  of 
clarification. 

Correction  of  Publication 

Accordingly,  the  final  rule  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Monday, 
June  14, 1993  (58  FR  32854),  is 
corrected  as  follows: 

§916.15  [Corrected] 

1.  On  page  32854,  in  the  third 
column,  in  amendatory  instruction  2.,  in 
the  second  line,  “paragraph  (1)’’  should 
read  “paragraph  (n).’’ 

2.  On  the  same  page,  in  the  third 
column,  tmder  the  heading  §  916.15 
Approval  of  regulatory  program 
amendments.,  in  the  first  line,  “(1)’’ 
should  read  “(n).’’ 

Dated:  August  19, 1993. 

Raymond  L.  Lowrie, 

Assistant  Director,  Western  Support  Center. 
[FR  Doc.  93-20824  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4310-0S-M 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 
[AL-036-5800:  FRL-466&-5] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans  Alabama: 
Approval  of  Revisions  to  Alabama 
State  Regulations 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  In  this  action  EPA  is 
approving  revisions  to  the  Alabama 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  On 
November  10, 1992,  the  State  of 
Alabama  through  the  Alabama 
Department  of  Environmental 
Management  (ADEM)  submitted 
revisions  to  the  Air  Pollution  Control 
Rules  and  Regulations.  These  approved 
revisions  involve  changes  to  Chapters 
335-3-6,  -14.  and  appendix  D, 
concerning  organic  emissions,  permits, 
and  nonattainment  areas,  respectively. 
Most  of  the  revisions  were  due  to 
typographical  or  grammatical  errors,  but 


there  were  some  significant  additions  to 
the  regulations,  including  volatile 
organic  compound  (VOC)  ofisets  for 
new  sources  locating  in  a  nonattainment 
area.  Additionally,  ADEM  requested  an 
exemption  from  ^e  requirement  for 
ozone  nonattainment  areas  to  provide 
for  New  Source  Review  (NSR)  ofisets  for 
oxides  of  nitrogen  (NOx).  EPA  approves 
this  request  and  the  above  referenced 
revisions. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  action  will  be 
effective  October  29. 1993,  imless  notice 
is  received  by  September  29. 1993,  that 
someone  wishes  to  submit  adverse  or 
critical  comments.  If  the  efiective  date  is 
delayed,  timely  notice  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  material 
submitted  by  Alabama  may  be  examined 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
following  locations: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit.  Attn: 
Jerry  Kurtzweg,  ANR  443, 
Environment^  Protection  Agency, 

401 M  Street,  SW.,  Washington  DC 
20460. 

Region  IV  Air  Programs  Branch, 
^vironmental  Protection  Agency, 

345  Courtland  Street,  Atlanta,  GA 
30365. 

Air  Division,  Alabama  Department  of 
Environmental  Management,  1751 
Congressman  W.L.  Dickinson  Drive, 
Montgomery,  AL  36109. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Joey 
LeVasseur  of  the  EPA  Region  IV  Air 
Programs  Branch  at  404-347-2864  and 
at  the  above  address. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
November  10, 1992,  the  State  of 
Alabama  through  the  Alabama 
Department  of  Environmental 
Management  (ADEM)  submitted  a 
package  with  various  revisions  to  the 
Air  Pollution  Control  Rules  and 
Regulations  to  be  incorporated  into  the 
SIP.  The  original  revisions  proposed  to 
the  Alabama  Environmental 
Management  Commission  included 
provisions  for  NOx  ofisets  for  ozone 
nonattainment  areeis  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  section  182(f)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1990 
(CAA)  enacted  on  November  15, 1990. 
(Pub.  L.  101-549, 101  Stat.  2399, 
codified  at  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q.) 
ADEM  subsequently  removed  the 
provisions  for  NOx  offsets  fi-om  the 
proposal  before  adoption  by  the 
Environmental  Management 
Commission  and  requested  that  EPA 
exempt  the  area  fi'om  this  requirement. 
The  basis  for  approving  an  exemption  is 
stated  in  section  182(f)(1)(A)  of  the 
CAA,  “nonattainment  areas  not  within 
an  ozone  transport  region  imder  section 
184  if  the  Administrator  determines 


(when  the  Administrator  approves  a 
plan  or  plan  revision)  that  additional 
reductions  of  oxides  of  nitrogen  would 
not  contribute  to  attainment  of  the 
national  ambient  air  quality  standard  for 
ozone  in  the  area.”  The  Birmingham 
marginal  ozone  nonattainment  area  is 
required  by  the  CAA  to  attain  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quahty  Standard 
for  ozone  by  November  15, 1993.  Ofisets 
from  new  sources  of  NOx  applying  for 
a  permit  to  locate  in  the  Birmingham 
ozone  nonattainment  area  after 
November  15, 1992,  would  not  in 
practice  be  adiieved  prior  to  the 
attainment  date.  These  provisions, 
therefore,  will  not  contribute  to  the 
timely  attainment  of  the  NAAQS  in  this 
area.  It  is  expected  that  the  Birmingham 
area  will  attain  the  ozone  NAAQS  by 
the  statutory  deadline. 

EPA  is  approving  the  /ollowing 
revisions  to  the  Alabama  SIP.  These 
revisions  are  more  fully  discussed  in  the 
official  SIP  submittal  that  is  available  at 
the  Region  IV  office  listed  imder  the 
“ADDRESSES”  section  of  this  notice. 

Section  335-3-6-.04(4),  Fixed-Roof 
Petroleum  Liquid  Storage  Vessels,  P.6- 
7,  is  amended  to  fix  a  recodification 
error  by  removing  the  numbers  “6.4.4” 
preceding  the  section. 

Sections  335-3-14-.03(2)(b)15  and 

17,  Definitions,  p.14-15,  are  amended 
by  adding  the  niimbers  “15”  and  “17” 
to  indicate  the  beginning  of  the 
respective  sections. 

Sections  335-3-14-.03(2)(b)17  and 

18,  Definitions,  p.14-15,  are  amended 
by  replacing  “means”  with  “shall 
mean”  to  a^eve  consistency 
throughout  the  definitions. 

Section  335-3-14-.03(2)(b)20, 
Definitions,  p.14-16,  is  added  to 
provide  a  definition  for  “offset  ratio”. 

Section  335-3-14-.03(2)(c)2, 
Applicability,  p.14-16,  is  amended  by 
removing  the  words  “in  the”  to  make 
the  section  grammatically  correct. 

Section  335-3-14-.03(2)(e), 
Temporary  Emissions,  p.14-17,  is 
amended  by  correcting  the  spelUng  of 
the  word  “temporary”. 

Sections  335-3-14-.03(2)(g)l(i)  and 
(ii).  Offset  Standards,  p.14-18,  are 
added  to  establish  the  offset  ratios  for 
new  or  modified  major  VCX]  sources 
locating  in  nonattainment  areas.  These 
offset  ratios  are  consistent  with  those 
specified  in  section  182(a)(4)  of  the 
CAA. 

Appendix  D,  Nonattainment  Areas, 
p.D-1,  is  amended  by  replacing  the 
phrase  “Photochemical  Oxidants”  with 
“Ozone”  and  adding  Shelby  County  to 
the  list  of  counties  designated 
nonattainment  for  ozone. 
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Final  Action 

EPA  is  today  approving  the 
aforemention^  revisions  to  the 
Alabama  Air  Pollution  Control  Rules 
and  Regulations  and  the  request  for  an 
exemption  from  the  NOx  NSR  oS^t 
requirement.  This  action  is  being  taken 
without  prior  proposal  because  the 
changes  are  noncontroversial  and  EPA 
anticipates  no  significant  comments  on 
them.  The  public  should  be  advised  that 
this  action  will  be  efiective  October  29, 
1993.  However,  if  notice  is  received 
within  30  days  that  someone  wishes  to 
submit  adverse  or  critical  comments, 
this  action  will  be  withdrawn  and  two 
subsequent  notices  vdll  be  published 
before  the  effective  date.  One  notice  will 
withdraw  the  final  action  and  another 
will  begin  a  new  rulemaking  by 
annoimcing  a  proposal  of  the  action  and 
establishing  a  comment  period. 

Under  S^on  307(b)(1)  of  the  Act,  42 
U.S.C  7607  (b)(1),  petitions  for  judicial 
review  of  this  action  must  be  filed  in  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
appropriate  circuit  by  O^ober  29. 1993. 
Filing  a  petition  for  reconsideration  by 
the  Administrator  of  this  final  rule  does 
not  afiect  the  finality  of  this  rule  for 
purposes  of  judicial  review  nor  does  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  judicial  review  may  be  filed,  and 
shall  not  postpone  the  effectiveness  of 
such  rule  or  action.  This  action  may  not 
be  challenged  latn*  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requirements.  [See  section 
307(b)(2)  of  the  Act  42  U.S.C  7607 
(b)(2).l 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19. 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  waived 
Tables  2  and  3  SIP  revisions  (54  FR 
2222)  firom  the  requirements  of  section 
3  of  Executive  Order  12291  for  two 
years.  EPA  has  submitted  a  request  for 
a  permanent  waiver  for  Table  2  and 
Table  3  SIP  revisions.  OMB  has  agreed 
to  continue  the  temporary  waiver  imtil 
such  time  as  it  rules  on  ^A*s  request. 

Nothing  in  this  action  shall  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  a  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  reqttirements. 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
5  U.S.C  600  et  seq^  EPA  must  prepare 
a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 


assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  sm^l  entities.  5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604.  Alternatively.  EPA  may  certify 
that  the  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  Small  entities  include  small 
businesses,  small  not-for-profit 
enterprises,  and  government  entities 
with  jurisdiction  over  populations  of 
less  than  50,000. 

SIP  approvals  under  section  110  and 
subchapter  I,  Part  D  of  the  CAA  do  not 
create  any  new  requirements,  but 
simply  approve  requirements  that  the 
State  is  already  imposing.  Therefore, 
because  the  federal  SEP-approval  does 
not  impose  any  new  requirements.  I 
certify  that  it  does  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  any  small  entities  affected. 
Moreover,  due  to  the  nature  of  the 
federal-state  relationship  imder  the 
CAA.  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  would  constitute 
federal  inquiry  into  the  economic 
reasonableness  of  state  action.  The  CAA 
forbids  EPA  to  base  its  actions 
concerning  SlPs  on  such  grounds. 

Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S.  E.P.A.,  427 
U.S.  246,  256-66  (S.Ct.  1976);  42  U.S.C. 
section  7410(a)(2). 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 
Air  pollution  control,  Hydrocarbons, 
Incorporation  by  Reference,  Nitrogen 
dioxide.  Ozone. 

Dated:  Jime  2, 1993. 

Donald  J.  Guinyard, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

Part  52  of  chapter  I.  title  40,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  52— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 

Subpart  B — Alabama 

2.  Section  52.50  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (c)(61)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§52.50  Identification  of  plan. 

«  •  •  *  * 

(c)  *  *  * 

(61)  Revisions  to  the  Alabama  SIP  to 
correct  errors  and  to  add  offset  ratios 
which  were  submitted  on  November  10, 
1992. 

(i)  Incorporation  by  reference. 

(A)  Amendments  to  the  following 
sections  of  the  Alabama  regulations — 
335-3-6-.04(4),  335-3-14-.03(2)(b)15. 
335-3-14-.03(2)(b)17,  335-3-14- 
.03(2)(b)18.  335-3-14-.03(2){b)20, 335- 
3-14-.03(2)(c)2,  335-3-14-.03(2)(e). 
335-3-14-.03(2)(g)l(i).  335-3-14- 


.03(2)(g)l(ii).  and  Appendix  D — were 
adopted  by  the  State  on  October  23. 

1992. 

(ii)  Other  material. 

(A)  Letter  of  November  10, 1992,  from 
the  Alabama  Department  of 
Environmental  Management. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20926  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am| 
BIUJNG  CODE  6560-60-P 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[CA1 2-4-5881;  FRL-4696-7] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision;  San 
Joaquin  Valley  Unified  Air  Poiiution 
Control  District;  Placer  County  Air 
Poiiution  Control  District;  and  San 
Diego  County  Air  Poiiution  Control 
District 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION;  Notice  of  final  rulemaking 
(NFR). 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  finalizing  limited 
approvals  and  limited  disapprovals  of 
four  rule  revisions  to  the  California 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP) 
proposed  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
revisions  concern  rules  firom  the 
following  districts:  San  Joaquin  Valley 
Unified  Air  Pollution  Control  District 
(SJVUAPCD),  Placer  County  Air 
Pollution  Control  District  (PCAPCD), 
and  San  Diego  County  Air  Pollution 
Control  District  (SDCAPCD).  This  final 
action  will  incorporate  these  rules  into 
the  federally  approved  SIP.  The 
intended  effect  of  finalizing  this  action 
is  to  regulate  emissions  of  volatile 
organic  compounds  (VOCs)  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  (CAA  or  the 
Act).  The  revised  rules  control  VOC 
emissions  fi'om  gas  production  facilities, 
printing  facilities,  and  the  storage  of 
petroleum  products.  Thus.  EPA  is 
finalizing  a  limited  approval  of  these 
revisions  into  the  California  SIP  under 
CAA  provisions  regarding  EPA  action 
on  SIP  submittals  and  general 
rulemaking  authority  because  these 
revisions  strengthen  the  SIP.  EPA  is  also 
finalizing  a  limited  disapproval  of  these 
rules  under  provisions  of  the  CAA  cited 
above  because  these  rules  contain 
deficiencies,  and  as  a  result,  do  not  meet 
the  CAA  provisions  regarding  plan 
submissions  and  requirements  for 
nonattainment  areas.  As  a  result  of  this 
limited  disapproval  EPA  will  be 
required  to  impose  highway  funding  or 
emission  offiset  sanctions  under  the 
CAA  imless  the  State  submits  and  EPA 
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approves  corrections  to  the  identified 
deficiencies  within  18  months  of  the 
effective  date  of  this  disapproval. 
Moreover,  EPA  will  be  required  to 
promulgate  a  federal  implementation 
plan  (FIP)  unless  the  deficiencies  are 
corrected  within  24  months  of  the 
effective  date  of  this  disapproval. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  action  is  effective 
September  29, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  rule  revisions 
and  EPA’s  evaluation  report  for  each 
rule  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  EPA's  Region  9  office  during  normal 
business  hours.  Copies  of  the  submitted 
rule  revisions  are  also  available  for 
inspection  at  the  following  locations: 

Rulemaking  Section  I  (A-5-4),  Air  and 
Toxics  Division,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  9.  75 
Hawthorne  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94105. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Jerry 
Kurtzweg  ANR  443, 401  "M”  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

San  Joaquin  Valley  Unified  Air  Pollution 
Control  District,  1745  West  Shaw,  suite 
104,  Fresno,  CA  93711, 

Placer  County  Air  Pollution  Control  District, 
11464  “B”  Avenue,  Auburn,  CA  95003. 
San  Diego  County  Air  Pollution  Control 
District,  9150  Chesapeake  Drive,  San 
Diego,  CA  92123-1095. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  Davis,  Rulemaking  Section  I 
(A-5-4),  Air  and  Toxics  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  9,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105,  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1183. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

EPA  proposed  granting  a  limited 
approval  and  limited  disapproval  of  the 
following  rules  into  the  California  SIP: 


District 

P  j  Date  of 

publication 

Federal 

Register 

PCAPCD 

212  June  9, 

57  FR 

1992. 

24451 

SDCAPC- 

61.1  Junes, 

57  FR 

D. 

1992. 

24451 

SJVUAP- 

465.3  September 

57  FR 

CD. 

17, 1992. 

42913 

SJVUAP- 

466.1  September 

57  FR 

CD. 

21, 1992. 

43420 

PCAPGD’s  Rule  212,  Storage  of 
Petroleum  Products,  was  adopted  by  the 
PCAPCD  on  September  25, 1990. 
SDCAPCD’s  Rule  61.1,  Receiving  and 
Storing  Volatile  Organic  Compounds  at 
Bulk  Plants  and  Bulk  Terminals,  was 
adopted  on  October  16, 1990. 
SJVUAPCD’s  Rule  465.3,  Components 
Serving  Light  Crude  Oil  or  Gases  at 
Light  Qrude  Oil  and  Gas  Production 
Facilities  and  Components  at  Natural 


Gas  Processing  Facilities,  and  Rule 
466.1,  Graphic  Arts,  were  both  adopted 
by  SJVUAIHID  on  April  11, 1991.  Rules 
212  and  61.1  were  submitted  by  the 
California  Air  Resources  Board  (CARB) 
to  EPA  on  April  5, 1991,  and  Rules 
465.3  and  466.1  on  May  30, 1991.  These 
rules  were  submitted  in  response  to 
EPA’s  1988  SIP  Call  and  the  CAA 
section  182(a)(2)(A)  requirement  that 
nonattainment  areas  fix  their 
Reasonably  Available  Control 
Technology  (RACT)  rules  for  ozone  in 
accordance  with  EPA  guidance  that 
interpreted  the  requirements  of  the  pre¬ 
amendment  Act.  A  detailed  discussion 
of  the  background  for  each  of  the  above 
rules  and  nonattainment  areas  is 
provided  in  the  above-referenced 
notices  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRs). 

EPA  has  evaluated  all  of  the  above 
rules  for  consistency  with  the 
requirements  of  the  CAA  and  EPA 
regulations  and  EPA’s  interpretation  of 
these  requirements  as  expressed  in  the 
various  EPA  poUcy  guidance  documents 
referenced  in  57  FR  42913,  57  FR  43420, 
and  57  FR  24451.  EPA  is  today 
finalizing  the  limited  approval  of  these 
rules  in  order  to  strongmen  the  SIP  and 
finalizing  the  limited  disapproval 
requiring  the  correction  of  the 
remaining  deficiencies.  A  detailed 
discussion  of  the  rule  provisions  and 
evaluations  has  been  provided  in  the 
above  cited  Federal  Registers  and  in 
technical  support  documents  (TSDs) 
available  at  EPA’s  Region  9  office  (TSDs 
dated  January  3, 1992  for  SJVUAPCD’s 
Rule  465.3;  Jime  18, 1992  for 
SJVUAPCD’s  Rule  466.1;  and  March  12, 
1992  for  PCAPCD’s  Rule  212  and 
SDCAPCD’s  Rule  61.1). 

Response  to  Public  Comments 

A  30-day  public  comment  period  was 
provided  in  the  above  cited  Federal 
Registers.  EPA  received  one  comment 
letter  on  the  NPRs  from  SDCAPCD.  The 
comment  has  been  evaluated  by  EPA 
and  a  summary  of  the  comment  and 
EPA’s  response  is  set  forth  below. 

Comment:  SDCAPCD  commented  that 
submitted  Rule  61.1  was  originally 
revised  and  adopted  with  input  fi'om 
EPA,  and  that  EPA  had  confirmed  that 
all  appropriate  changes  had  been  made. 
However,  in  the  NPR,  EPA  cited  two 
deficiencies  in  the  rule  that  were  given 
as  the  reason  for  a  limited  disapproval. 
The  two  deficiencies  were  (1) 
recordkeeping  for  throughput 
exemptions,  and  (2)  lack  of  certain  test 
methods.  Recordkeeping  was  listed  as  a 
deficiency  in  EPA’s  comments  but  that 
deficiency  had  been  fixed  according  to 
the  District.  The  lack  of  test  methods 
was  a  newly  foimd  deficiency. 
SDCAPCD  believes  that  Rule  61.1 


should  be  approved  because  the  District 
revised  the  rule  according  to  EPA’s 
comments  and  EPA  had  confirmed 
those  revisions  and  cited  no  other 
deficiencies.  The  District  would  like 
EPA  to  approve  the  rule  and  note  the 
deficiencies  so  that  they  could  address 
them  during  the  next  revision  cycle. 

Response:  EPA  regrets  that  not  all  of 
the  deficiencies  in  the  rule  were  noted 
by  EPA  at  the  time  the  District  revised 
the  rule.  However,  the  primary 
responsibility  for  identifying  rule 
deficiencies  is  vrith  the  District,  and 
EPA’s  failure  to  identify  all  rule 
deficiencies  during  the  local  public 
workshops  and  hearings  for  the  rule 
does  not  excuse  noncompliance  with 
CAA  requirements.  The  District  feels  it 
corrected  the  recordkeeping  deficiency. 
However,  they  added  the  recordkeeping 
provision  to  a  section  of  the  rule  with 
which  an  affected  facility  is  not  required 
to  comply.  The  District  has  been 
informed  of  EPA’s  position  on 
recordkeeping  and  test  methods  through 
the  dissemination  of  the  document 
entitled  "Issues  Relating  to  VOC 
Regulation  Cutpoints,  Deficiencies,  and 
Deviations;  Clarification  to  appendix  D 
of  November  24, 1987  Federal  Register’’ 
(Blue  Book)  and  other  guidance 
documents.  EPA  believes  that  the  CAA 
allows  the  District  adequate  time  to 
revise  the  rule  before  sanctions  or  a 
Federal  Implementation  Plan  (FTP) 
would  be  required. 

EPA  Action 

EPA  is  today  finalizing  a  limited 
approval  and  a  limited  disapproval  of 
the  above-referenced  rules.  The  limited 
approval  of  these  rules  is  being  finalized 
under  section  110(k){3)  in  light  of  EPA’s 
authority  pursuant  to  section  301(a)  to 
adopt  regulations  necessary  to  further 
air  quality  by  strengthening  the  SIP.  The 
approval  is  limited  in  the  sense  that  the 
rules  strengthen  the  SIP.  However,  the 
rules  do  not  meet  the  section 
182(a)(2)(A)  CAA  requirement  because 
of  the  rule  deficiencies  which  were 
discussed  in  the  NPRs.  Thus,  in  order  to 
strengthen  the  SIP,  EPA  is  granting 
limited  approval  of  these  rules  imder 
sections  110(k)(3)  and  301(a)  of  the 
CAA.  This  action  approves  the  rules 
into  the  SB?  as  federally  enforceable 
rules. 

At  the  same  time,  EPA  is  finalizing 
the  limited  disapproval  of  these  rules 
because  they  contain  deficiencies  that 
have  not  been  corrected  as  required  by 
section  182(a)(2)(A)  of  the  CAA,  and,  as 
such,  the  rules  do  not  fully  meet  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Act.  As 
stated  in  the  NPRs,  upon  the  effective 
date  of  this  NFR,  the  18  month  clock  for 
sanctions  and  the  24  month  FIP  clock 
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will  begin.  Sections  179(a)  and  110(c).  If 
the  State  does  not  submit  the  required 
corrections  and  EPA  does  not  approve 
the  submittal  within  18  months  of  the 
effective  date,  either  the  highway 
sanction  or  the  offset  sanction  will  be 
imposed  at  the  18  month  mark.  It 
should  be  noted  that  the  rules  covered 
by  this  NFR  have  been  adopted  by  the 
SJVUAPCD,  PCAPCD,  and  SDCAPCD 
and  are  currently  in  effect  in  those 
districts.  EPA’s  limited  disapproval 
action  in  this  NFR  does  not  prevent 
those  districts  or  EPA  horn  enforcing 
these  rules. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  section  600  et  seq.,  EPA  must 
prepare  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  small  entities.  5  U.S.C. 
sections  603  and  604.  Alternatively, 

EPA  may  certify  that  the  rule  will  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Small  entities  include  small  businesses, 
small  not-for-profit  enterprises,  and 
government  entities  with  jurisdiction 
over  populations  of  less  than  50,000. 

SIP  approvals  under  section  110  and 
Part  D  of  the  CAA  do  not  create  any  new 
requirements  but  simply  approve 
requirements  that  the  State  is  already 
imposing.  Therefore,  because  the  federal 
SIP-approval  does  not  impose  any  new 
requirements,  it  does  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  any  small  entities 
affected.  Moreover,  due  to  the  nature  of 
the  Federal-State  relationship  under  the 
CAA,  preparation  of  a  flexibility 
analysis  for  a  SIP  approval  would 
constitute  Federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  the  State 
actions.  The  CAA  forbids  EPA  to  base 
its  actions  concerning  SIPs  on  such 
grounds.  Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S. 
E.P.A..  427  U.S.  246,  256-66  (S.Ct. 

1976):  42  U.S.C.  section  7410(a)(2). 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
lanuary  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  waived 
Table  2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions  (54  FR 
2222)  firom  the  requirements  of  Section 


3  of  Executive  Order  12291  for  a  period 
of  two  years.  EPA  has  submitted  a 
request  for  a  permanent  waiver  for 
Tables  2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions. 

0MB  has  agreed  to  continue  the 
temporary  waiver  until  such  time  as  it 
rules  on  EPA’s  request. 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Act, 
petitions  for  judicial  review  of  this 
action  must  be  filed  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  by  October  29, 1993.  Filing  a 
petition  for  reconsideration  by  the 
Administrator  of  this  final  rule  does  not 
affect  the  finality  of  this  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  judicial  review  nor  does  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  judicial  review  may  be  filed  and 
shall  not  postpone  the  effectiveness  of 
such  rule  or  action.  This  action  may  not 
be  challenged  later  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requirements  (see  section 
307(b)(2)). 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Hydrocarbons, 
Incorporation  by  reference. 
Intergovernmental  relations.  Ozone, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State  of 
California  was  approved  by  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1982. 

Dated;  August  9, 1993. 

John  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator 
Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  part  52  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  52— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 

Subpart  F — California 

2.  Section  52.220  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraphs  (c)  (183)(i)(A)(ll), 
(183)(i)(C)(4),  and  (185)(i)(C)(6)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  52.220  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

*  *  * 

(183)  *  *  * 

(i)*  *  * 

(A)*  *  * 

(1 1)  Amended  Rule  61.1,  adopted 
October  16, 1990. 

***** 

(O*  *  * 

(4) Amended  Rule  212,  adopted 
September  25, 1990. 

***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(185)  *  *  * 


(i)*  *  * 

(O*  *  • 

(6)  Amended  Rules  465.3  and  466.1, 
adopted  April  11, 1991. 

***** 

[FR  Doc,  93-20928  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  6560-50-P 


40  CFR  Part  52 

[CA-1 1-9-5838;  FRL-4693-3] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision;  Bay 
Area  Air  Quality  Management  District; 
San  Luis  Obispo  County  Air  Pollution 
Control  District;  and  Santa  Barbara 
County  Air  Pollution  Control  District 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  final  rulemaking 
(NFR). 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  finalizing  the  approval 
of  revisions  to  the  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  proposed  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  September  17, 
1992  and  December  2, 1992.  The 
revisions  proposed  September  17, 1992 
concern  rules  from  the  following 
districts;  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District  (BAAQMD),  San 
Luis  Obispo  County  Air  Pollution 
Control  District  (SLOCAPCD),  and  Santa 
Barbara  County  Air  Pollution  Control 
District  (SBCAPCD).  The  revisions 
proposed  December  2, 1992  concern  the 
BAAQMD.  This  approval  action  will 
incorporate  these  rules  into  the  federally 
approved  SIP.  The  intended  effect  of 
approving  these  rules  is  to  regulate 
emissions  of  volatile  organic 
compounds  (VOCs)  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended  in  1990  (CAA  or  the  Act). 
The  revised  rules  control  VOC 
emissions  from  several  different 
industries.  Thus,  EPA  is  finalizing  the 
approval  of  these  revisions  into  the 
California  SIP  under  provisions  of  the 
CAA  regarding  EPA  action  on  SIP 
submittals,  SIPs  for  national  primary 
and  secondary  ambient  air  quality 
standards  and  plan  requirements  for 
nonattainment  areas. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  action  is  effective 
September  29, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  documents 
relevant  to  this  action  are  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following 
locations: 

Rulemaking  Section  I  (A-5-4),  Air  and 
Toxics  Division,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  9,  75 
Hawthorne  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94105. 
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Jerry  Kurtzweg,  ANR-443,  Environmental 
l4otection  Agency,  401  “M”  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

California  Air  Resources  Board,  Stationary 
Source  Division,  Evaluation  Section,  2020 
"L**  Street,  Sacr^ento,  CA  95814. 

Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District. 

939  Ellis  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94109. 
i  San  Luis  Obispo  County  Air  Pollution 
Control  District,  2156  Sierra  Way,  Suite  B, 

I  San  Luis  Obispo,  CA  93410. 

■  Santa  Barbara  County  Air  Pollution  Control 
District,  26  Castilian  Drive,  D-23,  Goleta, 

I  CA  93117. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

j  William  Davis,  Rulemaking  Section  I 
'  (A-5-4),  Air  and  Toxics  Division,  U.S. 
i  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  9,  75  Hawthorne  Street.  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105,  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1183. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  September  17, 1992,  in  57  FR 
42911,  ETA  proposed  to  approve  the 
following  rules  into  the  CaUfomia  SIP: 
BAAQIvSl’s  Regulation  8,  Rule  46  (8- 
46],  Marine  Ta^  Vessel  to  Marine  Tank 
Vessel  Loading:  SLOCAPCD’s  Rule  424, 
Gasoline  Dispensing  Facilities;  and 
SBCAPCD’s  Rule  316,  Storage  and 
Transfer  of  Gasoline.  On  December  2, 
1992,  in  57  FR  57045,  EPA  proposed  to 
approve  BAAQMD’s  Regulation  8,  Rule 
44  (8-44),  Marine  Vessel  Loading 
Terminals,  into  the  SIP.  Rules  8-44  and 
8-46  were  adopted  by  the  BAAQMD  on 
January  4, 1989  and  July  12, 1989, 
respectively.  Rule  424  was  adopted  by 
the  SLOCAPCD  on  July  18, 1989,  and 
Rule  316  was  adopted  by  the  SBCAPCD 
on  July  10, 1990.  The  BAAQMD  rules  8- 
44  and  8-46  were  submitted  by  the 
California  Air  Resovtrces  Board  (CARB) 
to  EPA  on  March  26. 1990  and 
December  31, 1990,  respectively.  CARB 
submitted  the  SBCAPCD  rule  to  EPA  on 
April  5, 1991,  and  submitted  the 
SLOCAPCD  rule  on  December  31, 1990. 

All  of  these  rules,  except  the 
SLOCAPCD  rule,  were  submitted  in 
response  to  EPA’s  1988  SIP-Call  and  the 
CAA  requirement  that  nonattainment 
areas  fix  their  deficient  reasonably 
available  control  technology  (RACT) 
rules  for  ozone  in  accordance  with  ^A 
guidance  that  interpreted  the 
reqijurements  of  the  pre-amendment 
Act.>  A  detailed  discussion  of  the 
backgroimd  for  each  of  the  above  rules 
and  nonattainment  areas  is  provided  in 
57  FR  42911  and  57  FR  57045. 

EPA  has  evaluated  all  of  the  above 
rules  for  consistency  with  the 
requirements  of  the  CAA  and  EPA 

>  The  SLOCAPCD  is  an  ozone  attainment  area 
and,  therefore,  was  not  subject  to  the  SIF-Call  or  to 
the  RACT  fix-up  requirement. 


regulations  and  EPA  interpretation  of 
these  requirements  as  expressed  in  the 
various  EPA  policy  guidance  documents 
referenced  in  57  FR  42911  and  57  FR 
57045.  EPA  has  found  that  the  rules 
meet  the  applicable  EPA  requirements. 

A  detailed  discussion  of  the  rule 
provisions  and  evaluations  has  been 
provided  in  the  Federal  Registers  cited 
above  and  in  technical  support 
documents  (TSDs)  available  at  EPA’s 
Region  9  office  (TSDs  dated  September 
25. 1990  for  Rule  8-44;  July  22, 1992  for 
Rule  8-46;  and  July  23, 1992  for  Rules 
424  and  316). 

A  30-day  public  comment  period  was 
provided  in  57  FR  42911  and  in  57  FR 
57045.  EPA  received  no  comments  on 
these  rules. 

EPA  Action 

In  this  notice,  EPA  takes  final  action 
to  approve  the  above  rules  for  inclusion 
into  the  California  SIP.  EPA  is 
approving  the  submittals  imder  section 
110(k)(3)  as  meeting  the  requirements  of 
section  110(a)  and  Part  D  of  the  CAA. 
This  approval  action  will  incorporate 
these  rules  into  the  federally  approved 
SIP.  The  intended  effect  of  approving 
these  rules  is  to  regulate  emissions  cif 
VOCs  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  CAA. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  imder  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225). 

The  BAAQMD  Rule  8-44  was  a  Table  1 
action  for  the  publication  of  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPR)  because 
EPA  is  in  the  process  of  developing 
federal  rules  governing  VCX]  emissions 
during  the  loading  of  marine  vessels. 
EPA  received  no  comments  fiom  the 
public  on  the  NPR.  Therefore,  action  on 
this  rule  is  now  classified  as  a  Table  2 
action  under  current  policy  for  notices 
which  receive  no  adverse  comments. 
EPA  has  submitted  a  request  for  a 
permanent  waiver  for  Table  2  and  Table 
3  SIP  revisions.  The  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  has 
agreed  to  continue  the  temporary  waiver 
until  such  time  as  it  rules  on  EPA’s 
request. 


Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Act, 
petitions  for  judicial  review  of  this 
action  must  be  filed  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  by  October  29. 1993.  Filing  a 
petition  for  reconsideration  by  the 
Administrator  of  this  final  rule  does  not 
affect  the  finality  of  this  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  judicial  review  nor  does  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  judicial  review  may  be  filed  and 
shall  not  postpone  the  effectiveness  of 
such  rule  or  action.  This  action  may  not 
be  challenged  later  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requirements.  See  section 
307(b)(2). 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control,  Hydrocarbons, 
Incorporation  by  reference. 
Intergovernmental  relations.  Ozone, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State  of 
California  was  approved  by  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1982. 

Dated:  August  4, 1993. 

Harry  Seraydarian, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  part  52,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  52— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  7401-7671q. 

Subpart  F— California 

2.  Section  52.220  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraphs  (c)(179)(i](C). 

(182) (i))(B)(3),(182)(i)(C).and 

(183] (i)(E)(2)  to  read  as  follows: 

§52.220  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

*  *  * 

(179)*  *  * 

(i)*  *  * 

(C)  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management 
District. 

(1)  Rule  8-44,  adopted  January  4, 
1989. 

***** 

(182)*  *  * 

^  (i)  *  *  * 

(B) *  *  * 

(3)  Rule  8-46,  adopted  July  12, 1989. 

(C)  San  Luis  Obispo  County  Air 
Pollution  Control  District. 

(1)  Rule  424,  adopted  on  July  18, 
1989. 

***** 

(183)*  *  * 

(i)*  *  * 

(E)  *  *  * 
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(2)  Rule  316,  adopted  on  July  10. 
1990. 

•  *  *  •  * 

(FR  Doc.  93-20927  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
MLUNG  CODE  KSO-SO-P 


40  CFR  Part  52 

[CA1 1-6-6816;  FRL-4691-9] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Imj^ementation  Plans;  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision;  South 
Coast  Air  Quality  Management  District 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  final  rulemaking 
(NFR). _ 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  finalizing  a  limited 
approval  and  a  limited  disapproval  of 
revisions  to  the  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  proposed  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  February  3, 

1992.  The  revision  concerns  a  rule  from 
the  South  Coast  Air  Quality 
Management  District  (SCAQMD).  This 
final  action  will  incorporate  this  rule 
into  the  federally  approved  SIP.  The 
intended  effect  of  finalizing  this  action 
is  to  regulate  emissions  of  volatile 
organic  compounds  (VCX^s)  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  eunended,  in  1990 
(CAA  or  the  Act).  The  revision  concerns 
SCAQMD’s  Rule  109,  Recordkeeping  for 
Volatile  Organic  Compound  Emissions, 
which  prescribes  recordkeeping 
requirements,  VOC  calculations  and  test 
methods  to  demonstrate  compliance 
with  VOC  emission  limits  for  a  number 
of  different  source  categories  such  as 
coatings,  graphic  arts,  adhesives,  and 
solvent  cleaning  operations.  Thus,  EPA 
is  finalizing  a  limited  approval  of  this 
revision  into  the  California  SIP  under 
CAA  provisions  regarding  EPA  action 
on  SIP  submittals  and  general 
rulemaking  authority  because  these 
revisions  strengthen  the  SIP.  EPA  is  also 
finalizing  a  Umited  disapproval  of  this 
rule  imder  the  provisions  of  the  CAA 
cited  above  because  the  rule  contains 
deficiencies,  and  as  a  result,  does  not 
meet  the  CAA  provisions  regarding  plan 
submissions  and  requirements  for 
nonattainment  areas.  As  a  result  of  this 
limited  disapproval,  EPA  will  be 
required  to  impose  highway  funding  or 
emission  offset  sanctions  under  the 
CAA  imless  the  State  submits  and  EPA 
approves  corrections  to  the  identified 
deficiencies  within  18  months  of  the 
effective  date  of  this  disapproval. 
Moreover,  EPA  will  be  required  to 
promulgate  a  federal  implementation 
plan  (FIP)  imless  the  deficiencies  are 


corrected  within  24  months  of  the 
effective  date  of  this  disapproval. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  action  is  effective 
on  September  29, 1993 
ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  rule  revision 
and  EPA’s  evaluation  report  for  Rule 
109  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  EPA’s  Region  IX  office  during  normal 
business  hours.  Copies  of  the  submitted 
rule  revision  are  also  available  for 
inspection  at  the  following  locations: 

Rulemaking  Section  n  (A-5-3),  Air  and 
Toxics  Division,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  IX,  75 
Hawthorne  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94105. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Jerry 
Kurtzweg  ANR  443, 401  “M”  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460. 

South  Coast  Air  Quality  Management 
District,  21865  E.  Copely  Drive,  Diamond 
Bar,  CA  91765-4182. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dave  Hodges,  Rulemaking  Section  I  (A- 
5-4),  Air  and  Toxics  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  IX,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105,  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1197. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

On  February  3, 1992  in  57  FR  3976, 
EPA  proposed  granting  limited  approval 
and  limited  disapproval  of  the  following 
rule  into  the  California  SIP:  SCAQMD 
Rule  109,  Recordkeeping  for  Volatile 
Organic  Compound  Emissions.  Rule  109 
was  adopted  by  SCAQMD  on  May  5, 

1989  and  submitted  by  the  California 
Air  Resources  Board  to  EPA  on 
December  31. 1990.  This  rule  was 
submitted  in  response  to  EPA’s  1988  SIP 
Call  and  the  CAA  section  182(a)(2)(A) 
requirement  that  nonattainment  areas 
fix  their  Reasonably  Available  Control 
Technology  rules  for  ozone  in 
accordance  with  EPA  guidance  that 
interpreted  the  requirements  of  the  pre¬ 
amendment  Act.  A  detailed  discussion 
of  the  background  for  the  above  rule  and 
nonattainment  area  is  provided  in  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPR) 
cited  above. 

EPA  has  evaluated  the  above  rule  for 
consistency  with  the  requirements  of 
the  CAA  and  EPA  regulations  and  EPA’s 
interpretation  of  these  requirements  as 
expressed  in  the  various  EPA  policy 
guidance  documents  referenced  in  57 
FR  3976.  EPA  is  finalizing  the  limited 
approval  of  this  rule  in  order  to 
strengthen  the  SIP  tmd  finalizing  the 
limited  disapproval  requiring  the 
correction  of  the  remaining  deficiencies. 
A  detailed  discussion  of  the  rule 
provisions  and  evaluation  has  been 
provided  in  57  FR  3976  and  in  a 
technical  support  document  (TSD) 


available  at  EPA’s  Region  IX  office  (TSD 
dated  January  15, 1992). 

Response  to  Public  Comments 
A  30-day  public  comment  period  was 
provided  in  57  FR  3976.  EPA  received 
one  comment  letter  on  the  NPR  from 
Thompson  &  Formby,  Inc.  and  Minwax. 
The  comments  have  been  evaluated  by 
EPA  and  a  summeiry  of  the  comments 
and  EPA’s  re^onse  are  set  forth  below. 

Comment:  Thompson  &  Formby,  Inc. 
and  Minwax  (TF&M)  requested  that  EPA 
approve  the  use  of  the  method 
referenced  in  Rule  109,  which  calculates 
the  VOC  content  of  low-solid  adhesives, 
adhesive  primers,  or  stains  as  “grams  of 
VOC  per  liter  of  material’’  (the  “with- 
water’’  method).  TF&M  state  that  the 
VOC  unit  required  by  EPA  to  measure 
the  VOC  content  in  coatings,  “grams  of 
VOC  per  liter  of  material  less  water  and 
exempt  compounds’’  (the  “less-water” 
method),  is  applicable  only  to  coatings 
with  high  solids-to-diluent  ratios  and 
therefore  inappropriate  for  certain  low- 
solid  coatings  regulated  under  SCAQMD 
Rules  1136  Wood  Products  Coatings  and 
Rule  1168  Control  of  Volatile  Organic 
Compound  Emissions  from  Adhesive 
Applications.  The  “with-water” 
calculation  was  listed  as  a  rule 
deficiency  in  the  NPR  for  Rule  109. 

Response:  The  issue  of  certain  low- 
solids  coatings  and  the  appropriate 
method  for  calculating  the  VOC  content 
in  such  coatings  was  described  in  the 
TSD  for  the  NPR  on  Rule  109.  As 
discussed  in  the  TSD,  the  application  of 
the  “with-water”  method  was 
determined  to  be  acceptable  for  zero- 
solids  coatings,  but  its  acceptability  for 
low-solids  coatings  was  under  review  by 
EPA’s  Office  of  Air  Quality  Planning 
and  Standards  (OAQPS).  OAQPS  is 
currently  considering  the  issue  of  low- 
solids  coatings  and  the  appropriateness 
of  the  “with-water”  method.’  EPA  will 
keep  the  SCAQMD  informed  of  any 
change  in  its  policy  which  currently 
requires  the  “less-water”  calculation  for 
coatings  containing  solids  regardless  of 
solids  content. 

EPA  Action 

EPA  is  finalizing  a  limited  approval 
and  a  limited  disapproval  of  the  above- 
referenced  rule.  The  limited  approval  of 
this  rule  is  being  finalized  under  section 
110(k)(3)  in  light  of  EPA’s  authority 
pursuant  to  section  301(a)  to  adopt 
regulations  necessary  to  further  air 
quality  by  strengthening  the  SIP. 
However,  the  rule  does  not  meet  the 


>  EPA  believes  that  since  Rule  109  is  applicable 
to  many  SCAQMD  RACT  rules  and  because 
recordkeeping  requirements  are  an  important 
enforcement  tool,  it  is  preferable  to  Bnalize  Rule 
109  while  OAQPS  review  is  pending. 
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section  182(a)(2)(A)  CAA  requirements 
because  of  the  deficiencies  discussed  in 
the  NPR.  Thus,  in  order  to  strengthen 
the  SIP,  EPA  is  granting  limited 
approval  of  this  rule  under  sections 
110(k)(3)  and  301(a)  of  the  CAA.  This 
action  approves  the  rule  into  the  SIP  as 
a  federally  enforceable  rule. 

At  the  same  time,  EPA  is  finalizing 
the  limited  disapproval  of  this  rule 
because  it  contains  deficiencies  that 
have  not  been  corrected  as  required  by 
section  182(a)(2)(A)  of  the  CAA,  and,  as 
such,  the  rule  does  not  fully  meet  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Act.  As 
stated  in  the  NPR,  upon  the  effective 
date  of  this  NFR,  the  18  month  clock  for 
sanctions  and  the  24  month  FIP  clock 
will  begin.  Sections  179(a)  and  110(c).  If 
the  State  does  not  submit  the  required 
corrections  and  EPA  does  not  approve 
the  submittal  within  18  months  of  the 
NFR,  either  the  highway  sanction  or  the 
offset  sanction  will  be  imposed  at  the  18 
month  mark.  It  should  be  noted  that  the 
rule  covered  by  this  NFR  has  been 
adopted  by  the  SCAQMD  and  is 
currently  in  effect  in  the  SCAQMD. 

EPA’s  limited  disapproval  action  in  this 
NFR  does  not  prevent  the  SCAQMD  or 
EPA  from  enforcing  this  rule. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shdl  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  vmder  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
Janu£iry  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  waived  Table 
2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions  from  the 
requirements  of  section  3  of  Executive 
Order  12291  for  a  period  of  two  years 
(54  FR  at  2222).  EPA  has  submitted  a 
request  for  a  permament  waiver  for  Table 
2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions.  0MB  has 
agreed  to  continue  the  temporary  waiver 
until  such  time  as  it  rules  on  EPA’s 
request. 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  600  et.  seq.,  EPA  must  prepare 
a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  small  entities.  5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604.  Alternatively,  EPA  may  certify 
that  the  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  Small  entities  include  small 


businesses,  small  not-for-profit 
enterprises,  and  government  entities 
with  jurisdiction  over  populations  of 
less  than  50,000. 

SIP  approvals  imder  section  110  and 
subchapter  I,  part  D  of  the  CAA  do  not 
create  any  new  requirements,  but 
simply  approve  requirements  that  the 
State  is  already  imposing.  Therefore, 
because  the  federal  SIP-approval  does 
not  impose  any  new  requirements,  it 
does  not  have  a  significant  impact  on 
any  small  entities  affected.  Moreover, 
due  to  the  nature  of  the  federal-state 
relationship  under  the  CAA,  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis  would 
constitute  federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  State 
action.  The  CAA  forbids  EPA  to  base  its 
actions  concerning  SIPs  on  such 
groimds.  Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S. 
E.P.A..  427  U.S.  246,  256-66  (S.  Ct. 
1976);  42  U.S.C.  7410(a)(2). 

Limited  approvals  under  sections  110 
and  301  and  subchapter  I,  Part  D  of  the 
CAA  does  not  affect  any  existing 
requirements  applicable  to  small 
entities.  Federal  disapproval  of  the  state 
submittal  does  not  affect  its 
enforceability.  Moreover,  the  EPA’s 
disapproval  of  the  submittal  does  not 
impose  any  new  federal  requirements. 
Therefore,  EPA  certifies  that  this 
disapproval  action  does  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  because  it  does 
not  remove  existing  requirements  nor 
does  it  impose  any  new  federal 
requirements. 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Act, 
petitions  for  judicial  review  of  this 
action  must  be  filed  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  by  October  29, 1993.  Filing  a 
petition  for  reconsideration  by  the 
Administrator  of  this  final  rule  does  not 
afiect  the  finality  of  this  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  judicial  review  nor  does  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  judicial  review  may  be  filed  and 
shall  not  postpone  the  effectiveness  of 
such  rule  or  action.  'This  action  may  not 
be  challenged  later  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requirements  (see  section 
307(b)(2)). 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Hydrocarbons, 
Incorporation  by  reference.  Ozone, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State  of 
California  was  approved  by  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1982. 


Dated:  July  30, 1993. 

John  C  Wise, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  part  52,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  52-{AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 

Subpart  F— California 

2.  Section  52.220  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (c)(182)(i)(A)(2)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  52.220  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)*  *  * 

(182)  *  *  * 

(1) .  *  * 

(A)*  *  * 

(2)  Rule  109,  adopted  on  May  5, 1989. 

***** 

[FR  Doc.  93-20929  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  ami 
BHJJNG  CODE  6SM-50-P 


40  CFR  Part  52 

[CA-1 1-7-5782;  FRL-4692-8] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision;  South 
Coast  Air  Quality  Management  District 
and  San  Diego  County  Air  Poiiution 
Control  District 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  final  rulemaking 
(NFR). 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  finalizing  the  approval 
of  revisions  to  the  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SEP)  proposed  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  October  2, 1991. 
The  revisions  concern  rules  from  the 
South  Coast  Air  Quality  Management 
District  (SCAQMD)  and  San  Diego 
Coimty  Air  Pollution  Control  District 
(SDCAPCD).  This  approval  action  will 
incorporate  these  rules  into  the  federally 
approved  SIP.  The  intended  effect  of 
approving  these  rules  is  to  regulate 
emissions  of  volatile  organic 
compounds  (VOCs)  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended  (CAA  or  the  Act).  Each  rule 
establishes  guidance  modeled  after  the 
EPA’s  Emissions  Trading  Policy 
Statement,  published  on  December  4, 
1986,  for  the  trading  of  VOC  emissions 
within  applicable  existing  stationary 
sources  in  the  SCAQMD  and  SDCAPCD. 
The  proposed  Federal  Register  notice 
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published  on  October  2. 1991  provided 
a  30-day  public  comment  period,  and 
EPA  received  one  minor  comment  on  its 
proposal  to  approve  these  revisions. 
Thus.  EPA  is  finalizing  the  approval  of 
these  revisions  into  the  California  SIP 
under  provisions  of  the  CAA  regarding 
EPA  action  on  submittals,  SIPs  for 
national  primary  and  secondary  amlHeat 
air  quality  standards,  and  plan 
requirements  for  nonattainment  areas. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  action  is  effective 
on  September  29, 1993. 

ADDRESSEES:  Copies  of  the  rule  revisions 
and  EPA’s  evaluation  report  for  each 
rule  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours.  Copies  of 
the  submitted  rule  revisions  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  following 
locations: 

Rulemaking  Section  I  (A-5-41.  Air  (md 
Toxics  Division,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  IX,  75 
Hawthorne  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94105 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Jerry 
Kurtzweg  ANR  443,  401  “M”  Str^ 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  ^>460 
California  Air  Resources  Board, 
Stationary  Source  Division.  Rule 
Evaluation  Section,  1219  “K**  Street, 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 
South  Coast  Air  Quality  Management 
District,  Planning  &  Rules  Division, 
P.O.  Box  4939,  Diamond  Bar,  CA 
91765-0939 

San  Diego  County  Air  Pollution  Control 
District,  9150  ^esapeake  Drive,  San 
Diego,  CA  92123-1095. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wendy  Colombo,  Rulemaking  Section  I 
(A-5-4),  Air  and  Toxics  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IX,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Frmcisco,  CA  94105,  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1202. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
BadiLground 

On  October  2. 1991,  in  56  FR  49857, 
EPA  proposed  to  approve  the  following 
rules  into  the  California  SIP:  SCAQMD’s 
Rule  108,  Alternative  Emission  Control 
Plans  (AECPs),  and  SDCAPCD's  Rule 

67.1,  Alternative  Emission  Control 
Plans.  Rule  108  was  adopted  by 
SCAQMD  on  April  6, 1990,  and  Rule 
67.1  was  adopted  by  SDCAPCD  on  May 
21, 1991.  The  rules  were  submitted  by 
the  GARB  to  EPA  on  December  31. 1990 
and  May  30, 1991. 

These  rules  were  submitted  in 
response  to  EPA’s  1988  SIP-Call  and  the 
CAA  requirement  that  nonattainment 
areas  fix  their  deficient  reasonably 
available  control  technology  (RACT) 
rules  for  ozone  in  accordance  with  CTA 
guidance  that  interpreted  the 


requirements  of  the  pre-amendment  Act. 
A  detailed  discussioa  of  the  background 
for  each  of  the  dbove  rules  end 
nonattainment  areas  is  provided  in  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPR) 
citdd 

At  the  time  of  the  SIP-Call  in  May. 

1988.  numerous  SCAQMD  and 
SDCAPCD  rules  contained  AECP 
provisions  which  allowed  a  source  to 
average  its  VOC  emissions  from  a 
variety  of  operations  within  a  facility. 
While  EPA  policy  allows  for  the 
averaging  of  emissions,  the  SCAQMD 
and  SDCAPCD  AECP  provisions  were 
inconsistent  with  EPA  criteria 
established  in  the  Emissions  Trading 
Policy  Statement  (ETPS).’  As  a  response 
to  the  SIP-Call,  the  SCAQMD  adopted 
Rule  108  and  SDCAPCD  adopted  Rule 

67.1,  whidi  are  both  new  rules  modeled  ' 
after  criteria  in  the  ETPS.  Along  with 
the  adoptimi  of  Rule  106,  the  SCAC^4D 
deleted  the  AECP  language  in  a  number 
of  VOC  regulations  (described  below) 
and  addea  a  {wovision  in  each 
applicable  VOC  regulation  which 
referenced  Rule  106.  SDCAPCD  has 
taken  a  similar  approach  with  its 
applicable  VOC  regulations  (also 
described  below).  EPA  is  not  taking 
action  in  this  document  on  the 
individual  rules  which  reference  Rules 
108  and  67.1. 

Description  of  Regulations 

SCAQMD  Rule  108  and  SDCAPCD 
Rule  67.1  establish  criteria  for  the 
averaging  or  bubbling  of  VOC  emissions 
within  existing  stationary  sources.  Key 
criteria  within  Rules  108  £ind  67.1 
include  the  following: 

•  The  AECP  shall  to  enforceable  over 
a  24-hour  period; 

•  The  AECP  shall  establish  an 
emissions  baseline  for  each  source  by 
using  the  lowest  of  either  actual  or 
allowable  values  for  the  emission  rate, 
capacity  utilization,  and  hours  of 
operations,  based  on  the  previous  two 
years  of  information  or  another  more 
representative  period; 

•  Emission  reductions  shall  be 
surplus,  pennanent,  quantifiable,  tiad 
enforceable; 

•  The  AEJCP  shall  provide  a  net  air 
quality  benefit  by  achieving  a  20% 
reduction  beyond  the  established 
baseline; 

•  AECP  approvals  shall  be  submitted 
to  CARB  and  EPA  as  source-specific 
revisions  to  the  SIP. 

Rule  108  is  applicable  to  an  existing 
stationary  source  electing  to  comply  by 
means  of  an  AECP  and  subject  to  one  of 
the  following  SCAQMD  VOC  rules: 

•  In  light  o£  the  1990  Clean  Air  Act  amendmenU. 
EPA  is  reviewing  the  requirements  of  the  ETPS  for 
consistency  with  the  amended  Act's  requirements. 


1104 — ^Wood  Flat  Stock  Coating  Operations, 

1 106 —  Marine  Coating  Operations. 

1 107—  Caatiag  of  Metal  ^rts  and  Products, 
1115 — Motor  Vehicle  Assembly  and 

Component  Ckiatirig  Operations, 

1 1 24 —  ^Aerospace  Assembly  and  Component 
Coating  Operations, 

1 125 —  ^Metal  Container.  Closure,  and  Coil 
Coating  Operations. 

1128 — Paper,  Fabric,  and  Film  Coating 
Operations, 

1130 — Graphic  Arts, 

1136 — Products  Coatings, 

1145 — Plastic,  Rubber,  and  Glass  Qtatings, 
1151 — Motor  Vehicfo  and  Mobile  Equipment 
Non-assembly  Line  Coating  Operations. 

1164 — Semiconductor  Operations. 

1 168 — Control  of  Volatile  Organic  Compound 
Emissions  from  Adhesive  Application. 

These  thirteen  source  categories 
represent  a  variety  of  surface  coating 
operations  which  emit  VOCs.  Prior  to 
adoption  of  Rule  106,  the  SCAQMD  staff 
estimated  that  an  undetermined  number 
of  sources  representing  six  rule 
categories  (1107, 1124, 1125, 1130, 

1136,  and  1145}  had  previously  applied 
for  and  were  operating  using  an  AECP. 
Upon  adoption  of  Rule  106,  applicable 
sources  were  required  to  reapply  for  an 
AECP  under  the  revised  criteria  if  they 
intended  to  continue  using  an  A0IR  as 
a  method  of  compliance.  While  this 
document  finalizes  the  approval  of  Rule 
108,  EPA  is  not  taking  action  in  this 
notice  on  the  individual  rules  listed 
above.  Revisions  to  these  rules  and 
applicable  AECP  submittals  will  be 
addressed  in  future  rulemaking  actions. 
At  that  time,  EPA  will  consider  the 
applicability,  if  any,  of  the  additional 
requirements  in  the  ETPS  for  state 
assurances. 

Rule  67.1  is  applicable  to  an  existing 
stationary  source  electing  to  comply  by 
means  of  an  AECP  and  subject  to  one  of 
the  following  SDCAPCD  VOC  rules: 

67.3 —  Coating  of  Metal  Parts  and  Products, 

67.4 —  Metal  Container.  Metal  Closure  and 
Metal  Coil  Coating  Operations. 

67.5 —  Paper,  Film  and  Fabric  Coating 
Operations, 

67.9 — Aerospace  Coating  Operations, 

67.11 — ^Wood  Products  Coating  Operations, 
67.16 — Graphic  Arts  Operations, 

67.18 — Marine  Coating  Operations. 

These  seven  source  categories 
represent  a  variety  of  surface  coating 
operations  which  emit  VOCs.  Prior  to 
adoption  of  Rule  67.1,  the  SDCAPCD 
staff  estimated  that  three  sources  (all 
regulated  under  Rule  67.9)  were 
operating  under  an  AECP.  Upon 
adoption  of  Rule  67.1,  applicable 
sources  were  required  to  reapply  for  an 
AECP  under  thp  revised  criteria  if  they 
intended  to  continue  using  an  AECP  as 
a  method  of  compliance.  While  this 
document  finalizes  the  approval  of  Rule 

67.1,  EPA  is  not  taking  action  in  this 
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notice  on  the  individual  rules  listed 
above.  Revisions  to  these  rules  and 
applicable  AECP  submittals  will  be 
addressed  in  futiire  rulemaking  actions. 
At  that  time,  EPA  will  consider  the 
applicability,  if  any,  of  the  additional 
reqmrements  in  the  ETPS  for  state 
assurances. 

Response  to  Public  Comments 

On  October  2, 1991,  EPA  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  proposal  to 
approve  submitted  rules  108  and  67.1 
into  the  SIP.  EPA  received  one  comment 
letter,  dated  October  28, 1991,  which 
addressed  SCAQMD  Rule  108.  The 
purpose  of  this  section  is  to  summarize 
and  respond  to  the  submitted 
comments. 

Comment  itl:  The  proposed  method  of 
establishing  the  source’s  emissions 
baseline  does  not  assure  Reasonable 
Further  Progress  (RFP)  toward 
attainment  of  the  ozone  standard.  When 
calculating  its  baseline,  a  source  could 
use  previous  high  levels  for  limits  and 
usage,  which  may  be  inconsistent  with 
current  VOC  emission  limitations  and 
may  negate  the  net  20%  air  quality 
benefit  requirement. 

EPA  response:  The  three  variables 
used  to  determine  a  source’s  baseline 
are  required  to  be  the  lower  of  actual  or 
allowable  values.  This,  in  combination 
with  the  20%  requirement,  is  intended 
to  assure  RFP.  Values  for  capacity 
utilization  (or  throughput)  and  hours  of 
operation  are  generally  based  on  actual 
throughput  and  hours  of  operation  for 
the  previous  two  years.  The  value  for 
the  emission  rate  is  determined  using 
the  lower  of  the  actual  or  allowable 
emission  rate  (poimds  of  VOC  per  gallon 
of  solids)  in  the  current  District  or  SIP 
rule. 

While  a  source  can  generally  request 
a  higher  baseline  because  its  previous 
two  years  of  operations  were  not 
representative,  the  baseline  must  also 
reflect  “surplus”  emissions,  meaning 
emission  reductions  not  already 
mandated  in  the  SIP,  relied  upon  for  SIP 
planning  piirposes,  or  used  to  meet 
another  regulatory  requirement.  Taken 
together,  these  requirements  should 
protect  RFP. 

Comment  *2:  Rule  108  does  not  allow 
for  future  RACT  emission  reductions  at 
sources  covered  by  an  AECP  when 
lower  VOC  coating  requirements  are 
adopted  by  the  SCAQMD.  Rule  108 
establishes  an  AECP  baseline  and  allows 
a  sovirce  to  emit  at  that  baseline  rate 
essentially  forever,  and  therefore 
appears  to  circmmvent  the  SIP  RACT 
requirement  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

EPA  response:  Rule  108  specifically 
precludes  a  source  from  taking  credit  for 
emission  reductions  which  are  not 


surplus  or  are  required  by  subsequent 
amendments  to  an  applicable  VC)C  rule. 
Thus,  for  example,  if  a  lower  VOC 
coating  requirement  is  adopted,  a  source 
would  need  to  identify  a  new  process 
which  would  result  in  lower  VOC 
emissions  or  reduce  production  to  offset 
the  continued  use  of  a  non-compliant 
coating  in  order  to  meet  its  AECP 
requirements.  While  the  commentor  is 
correct  that  this  requirement  would  not 
necessarily  result  in  lower  emissions 
beyond  what  the  baseline  would  have 
previously  allowed,  the  requirement 
will  likely  result  in  affected  AECP 
sources  emitting  below  their  baselines. 
Lower  future  RACT  limits  alone  would 
not  guarantee  lower  VOC  emissions  for 
non-AECP  sources  because  non-AECP 
sources  can  meet  a  lower  RACTT 
requirement  but  still  increase 
production  up  to  permitted  levels.  In 
addition,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  the 
SCAQMD  from  adjusting  a  source’s 
baseline  in  the  future  if  it  determines 
such  action  necessary  to  meet  air  quality 
goals. 

EPA  Action 

EPA  is  taking  final  action  to  approve 
the  above  rules  for  inclusion  into  the 
California  SIP.  EPA  is  approving  the 
submittal  under  section  110(k)(3)  as 
meeting  the  requirements  of  section 
110(a)  and  part  D  of  the  CAA.  This 
approval  action  will  incorporate  these 
rules  into  the  federally  approved  SIP. 
The  intended  effect  of  approving  these 
rules  is  to  regulate  emissions  of  VOCs  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
CAA. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225). 
EPA  has  submitted  a  request  for  a 
permanent  waiver  for  Table  2  and  Table 
3  SIP  revisions.  0MB  has  agreed  to 
continue  the  temporary  waiver  until 
such  time  as  it  niles  on  EPA’s  request. 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Act, 
petitions  for  judicial  review  of  this 
action  must  be  filed  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  by  October  29, 1993.  Filing  a 


petition  for  reconsideration  by  the 
Administrator  of  this  final  rule  does  not 
affect  the  finality  of  this  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  judicial  review  nor  does  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  judicial  review  may  be  filed  and 
shall  not  postpone  the  effectiveness  of 
such  rule  or  action.  This  action  may  not 
be  challenged  later  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requirements.  (See  section 
307(b)(2).) 

Under  5  U.S.C.  605(b),  the 
Administrator  certifies  that  SIP 
approvals  imder  sections  107, 110  and 
172  of  the  CAA  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  SIP 
approvals  (or  redesignations)  do  not 
create  any  new  requirements  but  simply 
approve  requirements  that  are  already 
State  law.  SIP  approvals  (or 
redesignations),  therefore,  do  not  add 
any  additional  requirements  for  small 
entities.  Moreover,  due  to  the  nature  of 
the  Federal-State  relationship  imder  the 
CAA,  preparation  of  a  flexibility 
analysis  for  a  SIP  approval  would 
constitute  Federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  the  State 
actions.  The  CAA  forbids  EPA  to  base 
its  actions  concerning  SBPs  on  such 
grounds. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Hydrocarbons, 
Incorporation  by  reference. 
Intergovernmental  relations.  Ozone, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State  of 
California  was  approved  by  the  Director  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 1982. 

Dated:  August  4, 1993. 

Harry  Seraydarian, 

Acting  Reponcd  Administrator. 

Part  52,  chapter  I,  title  40  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  52— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 

Subpart  F — California 

2.  Section  52.220  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraphs  (c)  (182)(i)(A)(3)  and 
(185)(i)(B)(5)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  52.220  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)*  *  * 

(182)*  *  * 

(i)*  *  * 

(A)*  *  * 
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( J)  Rule  108,  adopted  on  April  6, 

1990. 

*  •  te  •  • 

(1851  •  *  • 

(il*  *  * 

(B)  •  *  • 

(5)  Rule  67.1,  adopted  on  May  21. 

1991. 

*  •  •  *  * 

(FR  Doc.  9S-21006  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BiUMG  CODE  6680-60-P 


40CFRPartS2 
PL66-1-5720;  FRL-4696-2] 

Approvei  end  Pronwrigetlon  of  a  Smelt 
Businees  Assietence  Program;  IWnoia 

AGENCY:  Enviraamental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(USEPA)  is  approving  the  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  revision 
submitted  by  the  State  of  Illinois  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  a  Small 
Business  Stationary  Soiirce  Technical 
and  Environmental  Compliance 
Assistance  Program  (PROGRAM).  The 
implementation  plan  was  submitted  by 
the  State  to  satisfy  the  federal  mandate 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (CAA)  to  ensure 
that  small  businesses  have  access  to  the 
technical  assistance  and  regulatory 
information  necessary  to  comply  with 
the  CAA  requirements.  The  rationale  for 
the  approval  is  set  forth  in  this 
document:  additional  infomnation  is 
available  at  the  address  indicated  below. 
EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  action  will  be 
effective  October  29, 1993,  tmless  notice 
is  received  by  September  29, 1993,  that 
someone  wishes  to  submit  adverse 
comments.  If  the  effective  date  is 
delayed,  timely  notice  will  be  published 
in  the  Fedwal  Register. 

ADDRESSES:  Ckmunents  can  be  mailed  to: 
J.  Elmer  Bortzer,  Chief,  Regulation 
Development  Section,  Regulation 
Development  Branch.  Air  and  Radiation 
Division.  Region  5.  AR-18J.  United 
States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  77  West  Jackson  Boulevard. 
Chicago.  Illinois  60604. 

Copies  of  the  State’s  submittal  and 
USEPA’s  technical  support  document 
are  available  for  inspection  during 
normal  busiimss  hours  at  the  following 
location:  Regulation  Development 
Branch.  Air  and  Radiation  Division. 
Region  5,  AR-18J,  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  77 
West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604. 

A  copy  of  this  revision  to  the  Illinois 
SIP  is  available  for  inspection  at:  Jerry 


Kurtzw^  (ANR-443),  U.S. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency.  401 
M  Street.  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460. 
FOR  FURTHER  MFORMA1TON  CONTACT: 
Jennifer  Drury-Buzecky,  77  West 
Jackson  Boulevard,  AR-18J.  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604,  (312)  886-3194. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 

I.  BackgriMuid 

Implementation  of  the  provisions  of 
the  CAA,  as  amended  in  1990.  will 
require  regulation  of  many  small 
businesses  so  that  areas  may  attain  and 
maintain  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  (NAAQS)  and  reduce 
the  emission  of  air  toxics.  Small 
businesses  frequently  lack  the  technical 
expertise  and  financial  resources 
necessary  to  evaluate  such  regulations 
and  to  determine  the  appropriate 
mechanisms  for  compliance.  In 
anticipation  of  the  impact  of  these 
requirements  on  small  businesses,  the 
CAA  requires  that  States  adopt  a  Small 
Business  Stationary  Source  Technical 
and  Environmental  Compliance 
Assistance  Program  (PROGRAM)  and 
submit  this  PROGRAM  as  a  revision-to 
the  federally  approved  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SDP).  In  addition, 
the  CAA  directs  the  USEPA  to  oversee 
these  small  business  assistance 
programs  and  report  to  Congress  on 
their  implementation.  The  requirements 
for  establishing  a  PROGRAM  are  set  out 
in  section  507  of  title  V  of  the  CAA.  In 
February  of  1992,  USEPA  issued 
Guidelines  for  the  Implementation  of 
Section  507  of  the  1990  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments,  in  order  to  delineate  the 
federal  and  State  roles  in  meeting  the 
new  statutory  provisions  and  ^  a  tool 
to  provide  fiuther  guidance  to  the  ^ates 
on  submitting  aooept^fe  SIP  revisions. 
A  copy  of  these  guidelines  is  part  of  the 
rulemaking  docket  for  this  rule. 

On  November  12, 1992,  the  State  of 
Illinois  submitted  a  requested  SIP 
revision  to  USEPA  in  order  to  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  section  507.  For  foil 
USEPA  approval,  the  State  submittal 
must  provide  for  each  of  the  following 
PROGRAM  elements:  (1)  The 
establishment  of  a  Small  Business 
Assistance  Pro^m  (SBAP)  to  provide 
technical  and  compliance  assistance  to 
small  businesses;  (2)  the  establishment 
of  a  State  Small  Business  Ombudsman 
to  represent  the  interests  of  small 
businesses  in  the  regulatory  process: 
and  (3)  the  creation  of  a  Ctmpliance 
Advisory  Panel  (CAP)  to  determine  and 
report  on  the  overall  effectiveness  of  the 
SBAP.  USEPA  has  determined  that  the 
Illinois  submittal  contaiim  each  of  the 
required  program  elements.  The  - 
following  analysis  explains  how  the 


Illinois  submittal  addresses  each  of  the 
program  requirements  and  how  the 
program  elements  meet  the  program 
requirements. 

II.  Analysis 

I.  Small  Business  Assistance  Program 

Section  507(a)  sets  forth  six 
requirements  <  that  the  State  must  meet 
to  have  an  approvable  SBAP.  The  first 
requiremmt  is  to  establish  adequate 
mechanisms  for  developing,  collecting 
and  coordinating  information 
concerning  compliance  methods  and 
technologies  for  small  business 
stationary  sources  and  programs  to 
encourage  lawful  cooperation  among 
such  sources  and  other  persons  to 
further  compliance  with  the  CaA.  The 
State  has  met  this  requirement  by 
designating  the  Illinois  Department  of 
Commerce  and  Community  Affairs 
(DCCA)  as  the  primary  agency 
implementing  the  PROGRAM  pursuant 
to  an  Interagency  ^reement  between 
the  Illinois  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (lEPA)  and  DCCA.  The  DCCA 
will  operate  a  toll-free  hotline  to 
provide  confidential  assistance  with 
individual  source  questions  and 
concerns  and  work  with  trade 
associations  to  promote  voluntary 
compliance.  Although  DCCA  wdli 
increase  the  number  of  staff  with  the 
expertise  to  interpret  technical  and 
regulatory  environmental  information  as 
funds  become  available,  the  current 
number  of  staff  is  considered  adequate 
for  the  implementation  of  this  program 
at  a  level  sufficient  for  approv^  of  the 
SBAP  by  USEPA.  DCCA  will  also  use  a 
State  program  currently  operated  in 
cooperation  with  the  United  States 
Small  Business  Administration,  called 
the  Illinois  Small  Business  Envelopment 
Center  Network  (NETWORK),  as 
additional  outreach  assistance.  The 
NETWORK  operates  throu^out  the 
State  within  community  colleges, 
chambers  of  commerce  and  local 
business  organizations.  These 
organizations  hold  seminars  and 
otherwise  disseminate  information 
relevant  to  small  businesses  and  could 
be  utilized  to  communicate  information 
regarding  environmental  issues.  DCCA 
may  also  provide  additional  outreach  in 
the  form  of  pdblic  service 
announcements  to  inform  small 
businesses  of  upcoming  hearings  or 
meetings  on  mrviromnental  regulations 
or  other  related  issues. 

The  second  requirement  is  to 
establish  adequate  mechanisms  for 
assisting  small  business  stationary 


■  A  SMTsath  f«{uininaat  at  secUoa  SOTtaL 
est^liduaent  of  an  Daibudsman  office,  is 
discussed  in  Um  next  section. 
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sources  with  pollution  prevention  and 
accidental  tetease  detection  and 
prevention,  including  providing 
information  concerning  alternative 
technologies,  process  cnan^,  products 
and  methods  of  operation  that  help 
reduce  air  pollution.  The  State  has  met 
this  requirement  by  utilization  of 
various  existing  programs  and  statutory 
regulation.  The  Illinois  Pollution 
Prevention  Act  of  1992  specifically 
requires  EKXA  to  assist  businesses  in 
implementing  pollution  prevention 
alternatives.  DCXIA  will  work  with  lEPA 
and  the  Hazardous  Waste  Research  and 
Information  Center  (HWRIC).  a  division 
of  the  Illinois  Department  of  Energy  and 
Natural  Resources,  to  obtain  information 
from  HWniCTs  library  and 
clearinghouse,  which  contains  extensive 
information  on  pollution  prevention 
related  topics  and  a  computerized 
system  to  provide  waste  generators  with 
a  wide  range  of  options  regarding 
reducing  and  recycling  of  waste.  The 
HWRIC  also  provides  free 
environmental  audits  to  sources  in  the 
areas  of  land,  air  and  water  pollution  as 
well  as  information  concerning 
compliance  with  State  and  federal 
regulations. 

^e  third  requirement  is  to  develop  a 
compliance  and  tedinical  assistance 
program  for  small  business  stationary 
sources  which  assists  small  businesses 
in  determining  applicable  requirements 
and  in  receiving  permits  under  the  CAA 
in  a  timely  and  efficient  manner.  The 
State  has  met  this  requirement  by 
utilizing  the  various  organizations 
throughout  the  State  that  currently  work 
with  DCCA.  Some  of  these  organizations 
include  the  Illinois  Manu£actur«'s 
Association,  Illinois  Retail  Merchants 
Association.  National  Federation  of 
Independent  Businesses,  Chemical 
Industries  Council  and  the  Illinois  State 
Chamber  of  Commerce.  These 
organizations  will  continue  to  (unvide 
information  and  forums  for  outreach 
with  small  businesses  on  environmental 
compliance  issues. 

The  fourth  requirement  is  to  develop 
adequate  mechanisms  to  assure  that 
small  business  stationary  sources 
receive  notice  of  their  rights  under  the 
CAA  in  such  manner  and  form  as  to 
assure  reasonably  adequate  time  for 
such  soiuces  to  evaluate  compliance 
methods  and  any  relevant  or  applicabfo 
proposed  or  final  regulations  or 
standards  issued  under  the  CAA.  The 
State  has  met  this  requirement  by 
requiring  DOCA,  pursuant  to  an 
Interagency  Agreement  between  lEPA 
and  E)CCA.  to  establish  sufficient 
mechanisms  for  notifying  small 
business  stationary  sources  of  their 
rights  under  the  CAA  and  other 


applicable  requirements  on  a  timely 
basis.  The  mechanisms  described  under 
requirement  one,  such  as  community 
outraadi.  dissemination  of  information 
through  the  NETWORK  and  HWRIC. 
and  Public  Service  Announcements  are 
sufficient  to  meet  this  requirement. 

The  fifrh  requirement  is  to  develop 
adequate  med^nisms  for  infonning 
small  business  stationary  sources  of 
their  obligations  under  the  CAA, 
including  mechanisms  for  referring  such 
sources  to  qualified  auditors  or,  at  the 
option  of  the  State,  for  providing  audits 
of  the  operations  of  such  sources  to 
determine  compliance  with  the  CAA 
The  State  has  met  this  requirement  by 
requiring  DCCA  to  provide  a  list  of 
qualified  auditors  to  small  businesses  at 
their  request  The  list  of  auditors  will 
continually  be  revised  and  updated. 
DCCA  will  also  refer  small  businesses  to 
the  HWRK^  for  assistance  with 
environmental  audits.  Small  busin^ses 
may  request  this  information  throu^ 
the  toll-free  hotlina 

The  sixth  requirement  is  to  develop 
procedures  for  consideration  of  requests 
from  a  small  business  stationary  source 
for  modification  of:  (A)  Any  w(^ 
practice  or  technological  method  of 
compliance;  or  (B)  the  schedule  of 
milestones  for  implementing  such  work 
practice  or  method  of  compliance 
preceding  any  applicable  compliance 
date,  bas^  on  the  technological  and 
financial  capability  of  any  such  small 
business  stationary  source.  The  State 
has  met  this  requirement  by  utilizing 
lEPA  technical  personnel  to  provide  any 
necessary  expertise  regarding 
compliance  methods  or  other  technical 
information  and  to  assist  DCCA  in 
implementation  of  the  SBAP. 

2.  Ombudsman 

Section  507(aK3)  require  the 
designation  of  a  State  office  to  serve  as 
the  Ombudsman  for  small  business 
stationary  sources.  The  State  has  met 
this  requirement  by  appointing  Mr. 
Delbert  Haschemeyer.  the  former 
Deputy  Director  of  lEPA  as 
Ombudsman  and  Senior  Counsel  to 
lEPA.  The  Office  of  the  Ombudsman  for 
the  State  of  Illinois  is  located  in  the 
Director’s  Office  along  with  other  senior 
lEPA  officials  such  as  the  Deputy 
Director,  the  Associate  Director  for  Legal 
Affairs,  the  Senior  Environmental 
Advisor  and  the  Public  Inlonnation 
Manager.  The  Ombudsman  is  appointed 
with  ffie  authority  and  ability  to 
objectively  represent  small  business 
concerns  to  II^A’s  Bureau  of  Air,  to 
gain  access  to  other  govanunentai 
entities  including  the  Governor’s  Office, 
the  Director  of  lEPA,  the  Directed' of 
DCCA,  and  other  officials  of  comparable 


position,  and  to  provide  any  necessary 
reports  and/or  to  otherwise 
communicate  with  such  persons  as  State 
legislators  and  those  governmental 
officials  listed  above.  The  Ombudsman 
will  share  in  the  responsibilities  of  the 
CAP,  namely  to  render  advisory 
opinions  concerning  the  effectiveness  of 
the  SBAP.  difficulties  encountered  and 
the  degree  and  severity  of  enforcement 
actions:  periodically  report  to  USEPA 
concerning  the  SBAP’s  adherence  to  the 
principles  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act.  the  Equal  Access  to  Justice  Act  and 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act:  and  to 
develop  and  ffisseminate  the  reports  and 
advisory  opinions  made  thiou^  the 
SBAP.  The  Ombudsman,  however,  will 
assume  sole  responsibility  for  the 
review  and  assurance  that  information 
for  small  business  stationary  sources  is 
easily  understandable.  The  translation 
of  information  into  easily 
understandable  language  for  small 
businesses  was  originally  assigned  to 
the  Compliance  Advisory  Panel  under 
the  CAA. 

3.  Compliance  Advisory  Panel 

Section  S07(e)  requires  the  State  to 
establish  a  CAjp  that  must  include  two 
members  selected  by  the  Governor  who 
are  not  owners  or  representatives  of 
owners  of  small  bu^esses;  four 
members  selected  by  the  State 
legislature  who  are  owners,  or  represent 
own«9.  of  «nall  businesses:  and  one 
member  selected  by  the  head  of  the 
agency  in  charge  of  the  Air  Poiiution 
Permit  Program.  The  State  has  met  this 
requirement  by  establidiing  the  CAP 
consistent  with  these  federal 
requirements. 

In  addition  to  establishing  the 
minimum  membership  of  CAP.  the 
CAA  delineates  four  responsibilities  of 
the  Panel:  (1)  To  render  advisory 
opinions  concerning  the  effectiveness  of 
the  SBAP,  difficulties  encountered  and 
the  degree  and  severity  of  enforcoment 
actions:  (2)  to  periodir^ly  report  to 
USEPA  concerning  the  SBAFs 
adherence  to  the  principles  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act.  the  Equal 
Access  to  Justice  Act.  and  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act:  2  (3)  to 
review  and  assure  that  information  for 
small  business  stationary  sources  is 
easily  understandable;  and  (4)  to 
develop  and  disseminate  the  reports  and 
advisory  opinioos  made  through  the 
SBAP.  The  State  has  met  these 


*  Sactioo  SOTteNiKB)  raquiuM  Om  CAP  to  nfMirt 
on  the  compikuice^iim  SBAP  «ridi  tfaaee  thiM 
federal  staASiw.  Howevar,  since  Stata  agandes  are 
not  raquiied  to  compljr  with  dram,  USEPA  balieves 
that  the  State  PROGRAM  aunt  merely  require  the 
CAP  to  lepoit  on  wlwther  dw  SBAP  fe  adhering  to 
the  geoenl  principles  of  thoM  feeferai  stetirtes. 
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requirements  by  jointly  assigning  these 
duties  to  either  the  Ombudsman,  the 
CAP  or  both.  The  CAP  will  be 
responsible  for  sharing  duties  of  1,  2 
and  4  with  the  Ombudsman,  however, 
the  responsibility  to  review  and  assure 
that  information  for  small  business 
stationary  sources  is  easily 
understandable  rests  solely  upon  the 
Ombudsman. 

4.  Eligibility 

Section  507(c)(1)  of  the  CAA  defines 
the  term  "small  business  stationtuy 
source”  as  a  stationary  source  that; 

(A)  Is  owned  or  operated  by  a  person 
who  employs  100  or  fewer  individuals, 

(B)  Is  a  small  business  concern  as 
defined  in  the  Small  Business  Act; 

(C)  Is  not  a  major  stationary  source; 

(D)  Does  not  emit  50  tons  per  year 
(tpy)  or  more  of  any  regulated  pollutant; 
and 

(E)  Emits  less  than  75  tpy  of  all 
regulated  pollutants. 

The  State  of  Illinois  has  met  this 
requirement  by  using  the  definition  of 
small  business  stationary  source  in 
section  507(c)  of  the  CAA  to  define  a 
small  business  stationary  source. 

The  State  of  Illinois  has  not 
established  a  formal  mechanism  for 
ascertaining  the  eligibility  of  a  source  to 
receive  assistance  under  the  PROGRAM, 
including  an  evaluation  of  a  source’s 
eligibility  using  the  criteria  in  section 
507(c)(1)  of  the  CAA.  Instead,  attempts 
will  be  made  to  screen  requests  for 
assistance  so  as  to  narrow  th6  assistance 
to  those  sources  who  are  eligible  under 
the  PROGRAM.  This  responsibility  is 
delegated  to  DCCA  under  the 
Interagency  Agreement  between  lEPA 
and  DCCA.  Because  this  approach  will 
not  limit  assistance  to  small  businesses 
it  is  approvable. 

The  State  of  Illinois  has  not  provided 
for  public  notice  and  comment  on  grants 
of  eligibility  to  sources  that  do  not  meet 
the  provisions  of  sections  507(c)(1)  (C), 
(D),  and  (E)  of  the  CAA  but  do  not  emit 
more  than  100  tpy  of  all  regulated 
pollutants.  Because  Illinois  will  not 
strictly  limit  eligibility  to  those  sources 
that  meet  the  definition  in  section 
507(c)(1)  of  the  CAA,  this  approach 
satisfies  USEPA  requirements. 

The  State  of  Illinois  has  not  provided 
for  exclusion  from  the  small  business 
stationary  source  definition,  after 
consultation  with  the  USEPA  and  the 
Small  Business  Administration 
Administrator  and  after  providing 
notice  and  opportunity  for  public 
comment,  of  any  category  or 
subcategory  of  sources  that  the  State 
determines  to  have  sufficient  technical 
and  financial  capabilities  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  CAA.  This  meets 


USEPA  requirements  because  the 
Illinois  program  is  not  limited  to  small 
business  sources. 

Although  the  State  of  Illinois  did  not 
adopt  these  previous  three  procedures, 
the  State  will  need  to  follow  these 
procedures  if  a  change  in  the  definition 
of  a  small  business  stationary  source  is 
desired  or  if  the  scope  of  the  program 
will  be  narrowed.  Although  the  State  of 
Illinois  is  not  limiting  this  program 
strictly  to  small  businesses,  no  small 
business  will  be  excluded  fi'om  the 
program. 

m.  Final  Rulemaking  Action 

Because  the  Illinois  SBAP  requested 
SIP  submittal  meets  the  approval 
criteria  as  discussed  above  and 
summarized  below,  USEPA  is  approving 
the  SIP  revision  submitted  by  the  State 
of  Illinois. 

The  State  of  Illinois  has  submitted  a 
requested  SIP  revision  implementing 
ea^  of  the  required  PROGRAM 
elements  required  by  section  507  of  the 
CAA.  Members  will  be  appointed  to  the 
CAP  by  Jime  1993,  with  the  first 
meeting  of  the  CAP,  including  the 
Ombudsman,  in  November  of  1993.  The 
Title  V  permit  program  will  be 
submitted  to  USEPA  by  November  1993, 
and  will  specify  the  exact  funds  and 
distribution  of  these  funds  from  Title  V 
permit  fees  for  staff,  training,  and  other 
purposes.  lEPA  training  of  DCCA  and 
PROGRAM  core-staff  will  begin  in 
January  1994.  By  June  1994,  the 
Ombudsman’s  office  will  be  in  place 
and  by  November  1994,  a  ramp-up  of 
resources  will  begin  for  the 
implementation  of  the  PROGRAM. 

Because  USEPA  considers  this  final 
rule  noncontroversial  and  routine,  we 
are  approving  it  today  without  prior 
proposal.  This  rule  will  become 
effective  on  October  29, 1993.  However, 
if  we  receive  notice  by  September  29, 
1993,  that  someone  wishes  to  submit 
adverse  comments,  then  USEPA  will 
publish:  (1)  A  notice  that  withdraws  the 
action,  and  (2)  a  notice  that  begins  a 
new  rulemaking  by  proposing  the  action 
and  establishing  a  comment  period. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting,  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  ftiture 
request  for  revision  to  any'SIP.  USEPA 
shall  consider  each  request  for  revision 
to  the  SIP  in  light  of  specific  technical, 
economic,  and  environmental  factors 
and  in  relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  Action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
January  6, 1989  the  Office  of 


Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  waived 
Table  2  emd  3  SIP  revisions  (54  FR  2222) 
fi'om  the  requirement  of  section  3  of 
Executive  Order  12291  for  a  period  of 
two  years.  USEPA  has  submitted  a 
request  for  a  permanent  waiver  for  Table 
2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions.  The  OMB 
has  agreed  to  continue  the  temporary 
waiver  until  such  time  as  it  rules  on 
USEPA’s  request. 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  600  et  seq.,  USEPA  must 
prepare  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  small  entities.  5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604.  Alternatively,  USEPA  may 
certify  that  the  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  Small  entities 
include  small  businesses,  small  not-for- 
profit  enterprises,  and  government 
entities  with  jurisdiction  over 
populations  of  less  than  50,000. 

'This  final  rule  is  approving  a  State 
program  created  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  small  businesses  in  complying 
with  existing  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements.  The  program  being 
approved  today  does  not  impose  any 
new  regulatory  burden  on  small 
businesses;  it  is  a  program  under  which 
small  businesses  may  elect  tp  take 
advantage  of  assistance  provided  by  the 
State. 

Therefore,  because  the  USEPA’s 
approval  of  this  program  does  not 
impose  any  new  regulatory 
requirements  on  small  businesses,  I 
certify  that  it  does  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  any  small  entities 
affected. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Incorporation 
by  reference.  Small  business  assistance 
program. 

Dated:  August  9, 1993. 

David  A.  Ullrich, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  part  52,  chapter  I,  title  40  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  52— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 

Subpart  O — Illinois 

2.  Section  52.720  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (c)(96)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§52.720  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)  *  *  * 


(96)  On  November  12, 1962,  ^  State 
of  Illinois  submitted  a  Small  Business 
Stationary  Source  Technical  and 
Environmental  Assistance  Program  for 
incorporation  in  the  Illinois  Sti^ 
Implementation  Plan  as  required  by 
section  507  of  the  Qean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990.  Included  in  the 
State's  submittal  were  a  program 
description,  newly  adopted  enabling 
legislc^on  including  new  sifosection  20 
of  section  39.S  of  die  Environmental 
Protection  Act,  Pidilic  Act  87-1212,  and 
new  subsection  48.13(a)  of  the  Civil 
Administrative  Code,  Public  Act  67- 
1177,  and  a  May  4, 1992,  State  of 
Illinois,  Illinois  Department  of 
Commerce  and  Community  Affairs 
(DCCA),  Illinois  SnviranmMtal 
Protection  Agency  (lEPA)  Intaragency 
Agreement  dbafiniqg  the  respcaisibilities 
of  DCCA  and  lEPA  in  developii^  and 
implementing  the  Small  Business 
Stationary  Source  Technical  and 
Envimninental  Compliance  Assistance 


(i)  Incorporation  hy  reference.  (A) 
Subsection  20  of  section  303  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Act  adopted 
as  Public  Act  87-1213  signed  into  uw 
on  September  26. 1992  a^  afiective 
upon  sigaatuzB. 

(B)  Subsection  46.13(a)  of  the  Qidl 
Administrative  Code  a^pted  as  Public 
Act  87-1177  signed  into  law  on 
September  21. 1902  and  effective  upon 
simature. 

(ii)  Other  material.  (A)  Program 
desertion. 

(B)  toy  4, 1992,  Interagency 
Agreement  between  DCCA  and  lEPA 
defining  the  responsibilities  of  each 
agency  in  developing  and  implementing 
the  program. 

3.  Seraon  52.744  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

152.744  SwiaM  bustnsea  atsMonaqr  aowree 
technical  and  environmoficai  oompNanoe 
aaaiataaea  program. 

The  Ulinois  program  submitted  on 
November  12, 1992,  as  a  requested 
revision  to  the  Illinois  State 
Implementation  Pkm  satisfies  the 
requirements  of  sactioa  507  of  the  CSean 
Air  Act  Amaidments  of  1990. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20930  Filed  B-Z7-93;  8:45  am] 
aajJNG  CODE  MSfr-M-P 


40CFRPart52 
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Approvd  and  Promulgation  of 
Im^ementation  Plana;  Stata  of 
Miaaourf 

AGENCY:  &rvironiaeBtei  Pralectitm 
Agency  (EPA). 


ACTION:  Final  rule.  r 

SUMMARY:  Q’A  is  approving  revisions  to 
the  Missouri  rules  which  apply  to 
rotogravure  and  flexographfo  printii^ 
facilities  in  iCansas  Chy,  Missouri,  and 
St.  Louis,  Missouri.  These  revisions  are 
the  result  of  an  EPA  rule  effectivmess 
study  which  concluded  that  changes  in 
the  toguage  of  the  rules  would 
facilitate  better  compliance  and 
enforemaent 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  rule  will  become 
effective  on  September  29, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  die  documoats 
relevant  to  this  action  are  available  for 

Eublic  inspeetkm  during  normal 
usiness  hours  at:  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Air  Branch,  726 
Minnesota  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Kansas 
66101;  the  hfissouri  Department  of 
Natural  Resources,  Air  Pollution  Control 
Program,  Jefferson  State  Office  Budding, 
205  Jefferson  Street.  Jefferson  City. 
Missouri  65101;  and  Jerry  Kuitzweg 
(ANR-443).  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401 M  Street.  SW.«  Washinghm, 
DC  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORUATiON  CONTACT:  Lisa 
V.  Haugen  at  (913)  551-7877. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Ckx  May 
27, 1993.  EPA  proposed  approval  of 
amendments  to  the  Missouri  rules 
entitled  "Ccxrind  of  Emissioois  from 
Rotogravure  and  Flexographic  Printing 
Facilities”  (10  CSR  10-2.290  and  10 
CSR  10-5.340),  which  apply  to  sources 
in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  and  St  Louis, 
Missouri,  respectively  (58  FR  30730). 
These  amendments  were  submitted  as  a 
result  of  an  EPA  rule  effectiveness  study 
and  will  aid  in  compliance  and 
enforcement.  No  comments  were 
received  in  response  to  the  proposal. 

For  a  complete  discusskm  of  the  state 
submittal,  the  reader  is  directed  to  the 
above  refuenoed  Federal  R^istM* 
notice. 

EPA  Action 

In  today’s  notice,  EPA  takes  final 
action  to  approve  amendments  to 
Missouri’s  rules  10  CSR  10-2.290  and 
10  CSR  10-5.340,  which  were  included 
in  state  submittals  of  September  16  and 
September  23, 1992.  EPA’s  rationale  for 
this  action  is  stated  in  the  May  27. 1993, 
proposal,  dtad  above. 

Nothing  in  this  action  diould  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan  (SIP).  Each  request 
for  revision  to  the  SIP  shall  be 
considered  separately  in  light  of  spedfic 
technical,  economic,  and  environmental 
factors  and  in  relation  to  relevant 
statutory  and  regulatory  requirements. 


This  adion  has  been  dassified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19. 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225). 

EPA  hu  submitted  a  request  for  a 
permanent  waiver  for  Tdile  2  and  3  SIP 
revisions  from  the  requirements  of 
Section  3  of  Executive  Order  12291. 
OMB  has  agreed  to  continue  the 
temponry  waiver  until  such  time  as  it 
rules  on  ^  A's  request 

SIP  approveh  under  seetton  110  and 
subchap^  1,  pert  D  of  the  Clean  Air  Ad 
(CAA)  do  not  creete  any  new 
requirements,  but  simply  approve 
requirements  that  the  state  is  already 
imposing.  Therefore,  because  the  federal 
SIP  approval  does  not  imp<^  any  new 
requirements,  EPA  certifies  that  it  does 
not  have  a  significant  impact  on  any 
small  mtities  affeded.  Moreover,  due  to 
the  nature  of  die  federal-state 
relationship  under  the  CAA,  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis  would 
constitute  federal  inquiry  into  die 
economic  reasonableness  of  state  action. 
The  CAA  forbids  EPA  to  base  its  actions 
concerning  ^s  on  siadi  grounds . 
(Union  Electric  Co.  v.  US.  E.PA.,  427 
U.S.  246, 256-66  (S.Q.  1976);  42  U.S.C. 
7410(a)(2)). 

Ihider  aaction  307(bKl)  of  the  CAA, 
petitions  for  judidal  review  of  this 
action  must  to  filed  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  by  Odober  29, 1993.  Filing  a 
petition  for  reconsidentioa  fay  the 
Administrator  of  this  final  rule  does  not 
affed  the  finality  of  this  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  Judidal  review,  nor  ttoes  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  judidal  review  may  be  filed,  and 
shall  not  postpone  the  effectivmiess  of 
such  rule  or  action.  This  action  may  not 
be  challenged  later  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requiremmits.  (See  section 
307(b)(2).) 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  OR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Incorparation 
by  reference,  Intergovemmentd 
relations.  Ozone,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirem«[its,  and 
Volatile  organic  compounds. 

Dated:  August  2, 1993. 

William  W.  Rice, 

Acting  Regiomd  Administrator. 

Part  52,  chapter  I,  title  40  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  52— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  dtation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  7401-7671q. 
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Subpart  AA— Missouri 

2.  Section  52.1320  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (c)(84)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  52.1320  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(84)  The  Missouri  Department  of 
Natu^  Resources  submitted  rule 
revisions  pertaining  to  rotogravxne  and 
flexographic  printing  facilities  in  Kansas 
City.  Missouri,  and  St.  Louis,  Missoiui; 
and  an  amendment  to  the  sampling 
methods  rule  which  adds  a  compliance 
test  method  for  the  capture  efficiency  of 
air  pollution  control  devices.  These 
amendments  were  submitted  September 
16  and  September  23, 1992. 

(i)  Incorporation  by  reference. 

(A)  Revised  regulations  10  CSR 10- 
2.290  (except  section  (2)  Definitions  and 
section  (6)  Compliance  Dates)  and  10 
CSR  10-5.340  (except  section  (2) 
Definitions  and  section  (6)  Compliance  * 
Dates),  both  entitled  Control  of 
Emissions  from  Rotograviire  and 
Flexographic  Printing  Facilities, 
effective  February  6, 1992. 

(B)  Revised  regulation  10  CSR  10- 
6.030  (section  (20)),  effective  April  9, 
1992. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20924  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUMQ  CODE  aS60-60-P 

40  CFRPart52 
[NE-4-1-5861;  FRL-4694-6] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
implementation  Plana;  State  of 
Nebraska 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  approves  the  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  revision 
submitted  by  the  state  of  Nebraska  for 
the  piupose  of  establishing  a  Small 
Business  Stationary  Source  Technical 
and  Environmental  Compliance 
Assistance  Program  (SBAP).  The 
revision  was  submitted  by  the  state  to 
satisfy  the  federal  mandate,  found  in 
section  507  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (CAA), 
to  ensure  that  small  businesses  have 
access  to  the  technical  assistance  and 
regulatory  information  necessary  to 
comply  with  the  CAA. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  action  will  be 
effective  October  29, 1993,  \mless  notice 
is  received  by  September  29, 1993,  that 
adverse  or  critical  comments  will  be 
submitted.  If  the  effective  date  is 
delayed,  timely  notice  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 


ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  documents 
relevant  to  this  action  are  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the:  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Air  Branch,  726 
Minnesota  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Kansas 
66101;  Nebraska  Department  of 
Environmental  Quality,  P.O.  Box  98922, 
Statehouse  Station,  Lincoln,  Nebraska 
68509-8922;  and  Jerry  Kurtzweg  (ANR- 
443),  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC, 
20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Joshua  A.  Tapp  at  (913)  551-7606. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

Implementation  of  the  provisions  of 
the  CAA,  as  amended  in  1990,  will 
require  regulation  of  many  small 
businesses  so  that  areas  may  attain  and 
maintain  the  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards  and  reduce  the 
emission  of  air  toxics.  Small  businesses 
frequently  lack  the  technical  expertise 
and  financial  resources  necessary  to 
evaluate  such  regulations  and  to 
determine  the  appropriate  mechanisms 
for  compliance.  In  anticipation  of  the 
impact  of  these  requirements  on  small 
businesses,  the  CAA  requires  that  states 
adopt  an  SBAP  and  submit  this  program 
as  a  revision  to  the  federally  approved 
SIP.  In  addition,  the  CAA  directs  EPA 
to  oversee  these  small  business 
assistance  programs  and  report  to 
Congress  on  their  implementation. 

The  requirements  for  establishing  a 
program  are  set  out  in  section  507  of  the 
CAA.  In  February  1992,  EPA  issued 
Guidelines  for  the  Implementation  of 
Section  507  of  the  1990  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments,  in  order  to  delineate  the 
federal  and  state  roles  in  meeting  the 
new  statutory  provisions  and  as  a  tool 
to  provide  further  guidance  to  the  states 
on  submitting  acceptable  SIP  revisions. 

Nebraska’s  SBAP  plan  was  submitted 
to  EPA  on  November  16, 1992,  in  order 
to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  section 
507.  In  order  to  gain  full  approval,  the 
state  submittal  must,  at  a  minimum, 
contain  commitments  and  schedules  to 
fully  implement  the  following  elements: 
(1)  The  establishment  of  an  SBAP  to 
provide  technical  and  compliance 
assistance  to  small  businesses;  (2)  the 
establishment  of  a  State  Small  Business 
Ombudsman  to  represent  the  interests  of 
small  businesses  in  the  regulatory 
process;  and  (3)  the  creation  of  a 
Compliance  Advisory  Panel  (CAP)  to 
determine  and  report  on  the  overaill 
effectiveness  of  the  SBAP. 


n.  Analysis 
1.  SBAP 

Section  507(a)  sets  forth  seven 
requirements  that  the  state  must  meet  to 
have  an  approvable  SBAP.  Six  of  these 
requirements  are  discussed  in  this 
section;  the  seventh  requirement  is 
discussed  in  the  next  section.  The  first 
requirement  is  to  establish  adequate 
mechanisms  for  developing,  collecting, 
and  coordinating  information 
concerning  compliance  methods  and 
technologies  for  small  business 
stationary  sotuces  and  programs  to 
encourage  lawful  cooperation  among 
such  sources  and  other  persons  to 
further  compliance  with  the  Act. 

In  Phase  i  of  the  plan,  the  Public 
Advocate  (Ombudsman)  will  coordinate 
with  the  Nebraska  Department  of 
Environmental  Quality  (NDEQ)  staff 
which  includes  the  air  program  staff, 
waste  minimization  program  staff,  the 
emergency  response  coordinator,  and 
the  Title  III  coordinator  to  define  their 
roles  for  collecting  and  developing 
information.  (The  emergency  response 
coordinator  was  designated  vmder  the 
Emergency  Planning  and  Commtmity 
Right-to-l6iow  Act,  42  U.S.C.  11001  et 
seq.,  to  provide  information  to  the 
public  relating  to  emergency  planning 
and  response.)  The  Public  Advocate  will 
also  work  with  staff  from  the  Nebraska 
Library  Commission,  the  Nebraska 
Department  of  Economic  Development, 
the  University  of  Nebraska,  and  the 
Nebraska  Industrial  Development 
Association  to  develop  the  reactive  and 
proactive  information  dissemination 
mechanisms  listed  in  the  SBAP  plan. 

The  second  requirement  is  to 
establish  adequate  mechanisms  for 
assisting  small  business  stationary 
sources  with  pollution  prevention  and 
accidental  release  detection  and 
prevention,  including  providing 
information  concerning  alternative 
technologies,  process  changes,  products 
and  method's  of  operation  ffiat  help 
reduce  air  pollution. 

NDEQ  has  a  previously  established 
Waste  Minimization  Program.  This 
program  has  assisted  all  Nebraska 
businesses  in  maximizing  opportunities 
for  pollution  prevention  by  providing 
examples  from  other  facilities, 
alternative  chemicals  which  are  less 
toxic,  technical  literature,  and  case 
studies  to  interested  soiuces.  According 
to  the  plan,  the  Waste  Minimization 
coordinators  from  this  program  will 
rovide  their  services  to  eligible  small 
usinesses  which  are  referred  by  the 
Public  Advocate.  The  Emergency 
Response  and  Title  IB  coorffinators  are 
also  located  within  NDEQ,  and  are 
identified  as  resources  wMch  will  be 
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available  to  the  SBAP  to  provide 
accidental  release  assistance  to  eligible 
small  businesses. 

The  third  requirement  is  to  develop  a 
compliance  and  technical  assistance 
program  for  small  business  stationary 
sources  which  assists  small  businesses 
in  determining  applicable  requirements 
and  in  receiving  permits  under  the  Act 
in  a  timely  and  efficient  manner. 

Nebraslim  has  committed  to  meet  this 
requirement  by  July  1993.  According  to 
the  Plan,  the  Public  Advocate  will 
coordinate  resources  from  many 
different  entities  including  NDEQ, 
private  consultants,  the  University  of 
Nebraska,  the  Nebraska  Technical 
Information  Center,  and  local  air 
pollution  control  agencies.  Individuals 
and/or  resources  from  each  of  these 
agencies  will  be  used  to  form  the  small 
business  compliance  and  technical 
assistance  program. 

The  fourffi  requirement  is  to  develop 
adequate  mechanisms  to  enstue  that 
small  business  stationary  sources 
receive  notice  of  their  rights  under  the 
Act,  in  such  manner  and  form  as  to 
ensure  reasonably  adequate  time  for 
such  sources  to  evaluate  compliance 
methods  and  any  relevant  or  applicable 
proposed  or  final  regulation  or 
standards  issued  under  the  Act. 

A  statewide  emission  inventory  will 
be  used  to  develop  a  list  of  potential 
SBAP  eligible  sources.  The  state  has 
committed  to  reach  these  soiurces 
through  the  use  of  a  reactive  and 
proactive  information  dissemination 
program.  This  program  will  utilize 
SBAP  staff  to  respond  to  telephone 
inquiries,  environmental  auchts, 
electronic  bulletin  boards,  newsletters, 
video  networks,  chambers  of  commerce, 
trade  association's,  and  media 
marketing.  This  information  tremsfer 
method  will  be  in  place  by  July  1993. 

The  fifth  requirement  is  to  develop 
adequate  mechanisms  for  informing 
small  business  stationary  sources  oil 
their  obligations  imder  the  Act, 
including  mechanisms  for  referring  such 
sources  to  qualified  auditors  or,  at  the 
option  of  the  state,  for  providing  audits 
of  the  operations  of  such  sources  to 
determine  compliance  with  the  Act. 

According  to  the  Plan,  the  state  has 
committed  to  make  NDEQ  staff  available 
to  provide  SBAP  eligible  sources  with 
advice.  Also,  the  state  will  coordinate 
with  the  Nebraska  Society  of 
Professional  Engineers  and  the  Nebraska 
Society  of  Civil  Engineers  to  develop  a 
comprehensive  list  of  engineers  who  are 
available  and  who  have  the  expertise  to 
advise  small  business  stationary  sources 
of  their  rights,  obligations,  and 
compliance  posture  imder  the  CAA.  The 


referral  list  is  scheduled  to  be 
completed  by  July  1993. 

The  sixth  requirement  is  to  develop 
procedures  for  consideration  of  requests 
fi'om  a  small  business  stationary  source 
for  modification  of:  (1)  Any  work 
practice  or  technological  method  of 
compliance;  or  (2)  the  schedule  of 
milestones  for  implementing  such  work 
practice  or  method  of  compliance 
preceding  any  applicable  compliance 
date,  based  on  the  technological  and 
financial  capability  of  any  such  small 
business  stationary  source. 

The  state  has  committed  to 
developing  these  procedures  within  the 
purview  ol  its  operating  permit  program 
regulations. 

2.  Ombudsman 

Section  507(a)(3)  requires  the 
designation  of  a  state  office  to  serve  as 
the  Ombudsman  for  small  business 
stationary  sources. 

The  state  has  met  this  requirement  by 
hiring  a  Public  Advocate  in  November 
1992.  The  Public  Advocate  is  located  in 
the  office  of  the  NDEQ  Deputy  Director. 
The  position  has  statutory  authority  to 
conduct  the  duties  required  of  the 
Ombudsman  in  the  CAA.  These  duties 
include:  (1)  Rendering  advisory 
opinions  concerning  the  effectiveness  of 
the  SBAP;  (2)  making  periodic  reports  to 
Congress  regarding  the  SBAP 
compliance  with  ffie  Paper  Reduction 
Act,  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  and 
the  Equal  Access  to  Justice  Act;  and  (3) 
reviewing  information  for  the  small 
businesses  to  ensiue  that  it  is 
understandable  by  the  layperson.  A 
specific  list  of  other  Public  Advocate 
duties  is  listed  in  Section  1  of  the  plan 
and  their  implementation  is  described 
in  Section  2  of  the  plan. 

3.  CAP 

Section  507(e)  requires  the  state  to 
establish  a  CAP  that  must  include  two 
members  selected  by  the  Governor  who 
are  not  owners  or  representatives  of 
owners  of  small  businesses;  four 
members  selected  by  the  state 
legislature  who  are  owners,  or  represent 
owners,  of  small  businesses;  and  one 
member  selected  by  the  head  of  the 
agency  in  charge  of  the  Air  Pollution 
Permit  Program. 

The  state  has  committed  to  meet  this 
requirement.  Because  the  Nebraska 
constitution  provides  for  a  nonpartisan, 
unicameral  legislature,  there  are  no 
minority  and  majority  parties. 

Therefore,  the  panel  members  will  be 
selected  by  the  unicameral  legislature  as 
a  whole.  The  CAP  appointments  should 
be  completed  by  July  1993.  EPA 
believes  that  the  process  for  designation 


by  the  legislature  meets  the  intent  of 
section  507(e). 

In  addition  to  establishing  the 
minimum  membership  of  the  CAP,  the 
CAA  delineates  four  responsibilities  of 
the  Panel:  (1)  To  render  advisory 
opinions  concerning  the  effectiveness  of 
the  SBAP,  difficulties  encountered,  and 
the  degree  and  severity  of  enforcement 
actions;  (2)  to  periodically  report  to  EPA 
concerning  the  SBAP’s  a^erence  to  the 
principles  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act,  the  Equal  Access  to  Justice  Act,  and 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act;  (3)  to 
review  and  ensure  that  information  for 
small  business  stationary  sources  is 
easily  understandable;  and  (4)  to 
develop  and  disseminate  the  reports  and 
advisory  opinions  made  through  the 
SBAP. 

(Section  507(e)(1)(B)  requires  the  CAP 
to  report  on  the  compliance  of  the  SBAP 
with  the  three  federal  statutes  listed  in 
point  number  2  of  the  previous 
paragraph.  However,  since  state 
agencies  are  not  required  to  comply 
with  them,  EPA  believes  that  the  state 
PROGRAM  must  merely  require  the 
CAP  to  report  on  whether  the  SBAP  is 
adhering  to  the  general  principles  of 
these  federal  statutes.) 

The  state  submittal  meets  these 
requirements.  The  Plan  lists  CAP  duties 
that  include  providing  advisory 
opinions,  reporting  on  SBAP 
compliance  with  statutory  requirements, 
and  annual  reporting  on  the 
effectiveness  of  the  SBAP. 

4.  Eligibility 

Section  507(c)(1)  of  the  CAA  defines 
the  term  "small  business  stationary 
source”  as  a  stationary  source  that: 

a.  Is  owned  or  operated  by  a  person 
who  employs  100  or  fewer  individuals, 

b.  Is  a  small  business  concern  as 
defined  in  the  Small  Business  Act; 

c.  Is  not  a  major  stationary  source; 

d.  Does  not  emit  50  tons  per  year  (tpy) 
or  more  of  any  regulated  pollutant;  and 

e.  Emits  less  than  75  tpy  of  all 
regulated  pollutants. 

According  to  the  Plan,  the  SBAP  will 
use  numerous  proactive  mechanisms  to 
transfer  compliance  information  to 
Nebraska  small  businesses.  (See  the 
“fourth  requirement”  imder  Section  U.l 
of  this  notice.)  The  Public  Advocate  will 
develop  a  tracking  system  which 
quantifies  the  number  of  eligible 
businesses  which  request  assistance 
from  the  SBAP  via  the  established 
phone  line.  Source  eligibiUty  will  be 
determined  using  the  criteria  in  section 
507(c)(1)  of  the  CAA. 

The  state  of  Nebraska  has  provided  for 
public  notice  and  comment  on  grants  of 
eligibility  to  sources  that  do  not  meet 
the  provisions  of  sections  507(c)(1)(C), 
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(D),  and  [E)  of  the  CAA  hut  do  not  emit 
more  than  100  tpy  of  all  regulated 
pollutants. 

The  state  has  also  provided  for 
exclusion  from  the  small  business 
stationary  source  definition,  after 
consultation  with  the  EPA  and  the 
Small  Business  Administration 
Administrator,  and  aftw  providing 
notice  and  opportunity  for  public 
comment,  of  any  category  or 
subcategory  of  sources  that  the  state 
determines  to  have  sufficient  technical 
and  financial  capabilities  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  CAA. 

m.  This  Action 

In  this  action,  EPA  is  approving  the 
SIP  revision  submitted  by  the  state  of 
Nebraska.  The  state  of  Nebraska  has 
submitted  a  SIP  revision  implementing 
each  of  the  program  elements  required 
by  section  507  of  the  CAA.  ND^  had 
selected  a  Small  Business  Public 
Advocate  (Ombudsman)  at  the  time  of 
the  submission  of  this  program  to  EPA. 
This  Public  Advocate  is  currently 
implementing  the  program  schedule  to 
develop  the  ^  program.  The  CAP  will 
be  selected  in  Jvme  1993  and  will 
develop  the  fi^  annual  review  of  the 
SBAP  effectiveness  by  December  1993. 
Coordination  with  each  of  the  agencies 
involved  in  staffing  the  SBAP  has 
already  taken  place.  The  establishment 
of  the  SBAP  will  be  fully  completed  by 
July  1993.  EPA  is  therefore  approving 
this  submittal. 

EPA  Action 

In  this  notice,  EPA  is  approving  a 
state  program  created  for  the  pxurpose  of 
assisting  small  businesses  in  complying 
with  existing  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements.  This  program  does  not 
impose  any  new  rotatory  burden  on 
small  businesses;  it  is  a  program  imder 
which  small  businesses  may  elect  to 
take  advantage  of  assistance  provided  by 
the  state.  Therefore,  because  the  EPA’s 
approval  of  this  program  does  not 
impose  any  new  re^atory 
requirements  on  small  businesses,  I 
certify  that  it  does  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  any  small  entities 
affected. 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  600  et  seq.,  EPA  m\ist  prepare 
a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  small  entities  (5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604).  Alternatively,  EPA  may  certify 
that  the  rule  will  not  ^ve  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  numbm  of  small 
entities.  Small  entities  include  «m«ll 
businesses,  small  not-for-profit 
enterprises,  and  government  entities 
with  Jurisdiction  over  populations  of 
less  than  50,000. 


SIP  approvals  under  section  110  and 
subchapter  I,  Part  D  of  the  CAA  do  not 
create  any  new  requiraments,  but 
simply  approve  requirements  that  the 
state  is  already  imposing.  Therefore, 
beca\ise  the  federal  SIP  approval  does 
not  impose  any  new  requirements,  EPA 
certifies  that  it  does  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  any  small  entities 
afi^ed.  Moreover,  due  to  the  nature  of 
the  federal-state  relationship  under  the 
CAA,  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  would  constitute 
federal  inquiry  into  the  economic 
reasonableness  of  state  action.  The  CAA 
forbids  EPA  to  base  its  actions 
concerning  SIPs  on  such  grounds 
[Union  Electric  Co.  v.  17. S.  E.P.A.,  427 
U.S.  246,  256-66  (S.Ct.  1976);  42  U.S.C. 
7410(a)(2)). 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  Action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  imder  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  waived 
Table  2  and  3  SIP  revisions  (54  FR  2222) 
from  the  requirement  of  section  3  of 
Executive  Order  12291  for  a  period  of 
two  years.  EPA  has  submitted  a  request 
for  a  permanent  waiver  for  Table  2  and 
Table  3  SIP  revisions.  The  OMB  has 
agreed  to  continue  the  temporary  waiver 
until  such  time  as  it  rules  on  EPA's 
request. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  SIP.  Each 
request  for  revision  to  the  SIP  shall  be 
considered  separately  in  light  of  specific 
technical,  economic,  and  environmental 
factors  and  in  relation  to  relevant 
statutory  and  regulatory  requirements. 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  CAA, 
petitions  for  judicial  review  of  this 
action  must  ^  filed  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  by  Ortober  29, 1993.  Filing  a 
petition  for  reconsideration  by  the 
Administrator  of  this  final  rule  does  not 
affect  the  finality  of  this  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  judicial  review,  nor  does  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  judicial  review  may  be  filed,  and 
shall  not  postpone  the  effectiveness  of 
such  rule  or  action.  This  action  may  not 
be  challenged  later  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requirements.  (See  section 
307(b)(2).) 

The  EPA  is  publishing  this  action 
without  prior  proposal  because  the 
Agency  views  this  as  a  noncontroversial 
amendment  and  anticipates  no  adverse 
comments.  This  action  will  be  effective 
October  29, 1993,  unless,  by  September 
29, 1993,  notice  is  received  that  adverse 
or  critical  comments  will  be  submitted. 


If  such  notice  is  received  this  action 
will  be  withdrawn  before  the  effective 
date  by  publishing  two  subse^ent 
notices.  One  notice  will  withdraw  the 
final  action  and  another  will  begin  a 
new  rulemaking  by  aimouncing  a 
proposal  of  the  action  and  establishing 
a  comment  period.  If  no  such  comments 
are  received,  the  public  is  advised  that 
this  action  will  be  effective  October  29, 
1993. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Incorporation 
by  reference.  Intergovernmental 
relations. 

Dated:  August  2, 1993. 

William  W.  Eke, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

Part  52,  chapter  I,  title  40  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  52— {AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  7401-7671q. 

Subpurt  CC— Nebratka 

2.  Section  52.1420  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (c)(40)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§62.1420  Identification  of  plan. 

(c)*  *  * 

(40)  The  Nebraska  Department  of 
Environmentcd  Quality  submitted  the 
Small  Business  Assistance  program 
State  Implementation  Plan  revision  on 
November  12, 1992. 

(i)  Incorporation  by  reference. 

(A)  Revision  to  the  Nebraska  State 
Implementation  Plan  for  the  Small 
Business  Stationary  Source  Technical 
and  Environmental  Compliance 
Assistance  Program  was  adopted  by  the 
state  of  Nebra^a  on  November  12, 1992, 
and  became  effective  on  the  same  date. 

(FR  Doc  93-20925  FUed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BNJJNO  cooe  mo-ao-r 


40  CFR  Part  52 

[TX-18-1-6692;  FRL-4691-3] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  Air 
Quality  bnplamantatlon  Plans;  Taxas; 
Ravislon  to  tha  State  Implementation 
Plan  Correcting  Sulfur  Dioxide 
Enforceability  Deficiencies 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Final  rulemaking. 
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SUMMARY:  This  action  approves  a 
revision  to  the  Texas  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  to  include 
revisions  to  Texas  Air  Control  Board 
(TACB)  Regulation  II,  chapter  112, 
entitled  Control  of  Air  Pollution  from 
Sulfur  Compounds.  These  revisions 
correct  enforceability  deficiencies  and 
strengthen  the  provisions  of  chapter 
112. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  action  will  become 
effective  on  October  29, 1993,  unless 
notice  is  received  by  September  29, 

1993,  that  someone  wishes  to  submit 
adverse  or  critical  comments.  If  the 
effective  date  is  delayed,  timely  notice 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  on  this 
action  should  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
Thomas  H.  Diggs,  Chief,  Planning 
Section,  at  the  EPA  Regional  Office 
listed  below.  Copies  of  the  documents 
relevant  to  this  action  are  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following 
locations.  The  interested  persons 
wanting  to  examine  these  documents 
should  make  an  appointment  with  the 
appropriate  office  at  least  24  hours 
before  the  visiting  day. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  6,  Air  Programs  Branch  (6T- 
AP),  1445  Ross  Avenue,  suite  700, 
Dallas,  Texas  75202-2733. 

Mr.  Jerry  Kurtzweg  (ANR— 443),  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460. 

Texas  Air  Control  Board,  12124  Park  35 
Circle,  Austin,  Texas  78753. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Mark  Sather,  Planning  Section  (6T-AP), 
Air  Programs  Branch,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
Region  6, 1445  Ross  Avenue,  Dallas, 
Texas  75202-2733,  Telephone  (214) 
655-7258. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 

nationwide  effort  is  being  undertaken  to 
have  sulfur  dioxide  (SO2)  enforceability 
deficiencies  identified  and  corrected  in 
SIPs  before  operating  permit  programs 
become  effective.  Because  the  operating 
permit  programs  will  initially  codify 
underlying  SIP  requirements,  it  is 
important  that  the  tmderlying  SIP  is 
enforceable  so  that  permits  themselves 
will  be  enforceable.  The  EPA  Region  6 
provided  a  list  of  deficiencies  in 
Regulation  n  to  the  State  of  Texas  by 
cover  letter  dated  March  13, 1991.  The 
Region  used  the  "SO2  SIP  Enforceability 
Checklist”  when  reviewing  Regulation  II 
for  enforceability  deficiencies.  This 
checklist,  developed  by  the  EPA,  was 
included  as  an  attachment  to  the 
November  28, 1990,  memorandum  firom 


Robert  Bauman  and  Rich  Biondi  to  the 
Air  Branch  Chiefs.  This  memorandum, 
and  the  EPA  Region  6  March  13, 1991, 
letter  are  included  as  attachments  to  the 
Technical  Support  Document.  The 
checklist  focused  on  the  following 
topics:  (1)  Clarity;  (2)  averaging  times 
consistent  with  protection  of  the  SO2 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS):  (3)  clear  compliance 
determinations:  (4)  continuous 
emissions  monitoring:  (5)  adequate 
reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements:  (6)  Director’s  discretion 
issues;  and  (7)  Stack  Height  issues. 

The  State  of  Texas  filed  revisions  to 
Regulation  II  in  the  Texas  Register  on 
October  9, 1992  (effective  October  23, 
1992),  in  order  to  correct  enforceability 
deficiencies.  The  revisions,  discussed  in 
detail  in  the  Technical  Support 
Document,  are  briefly  outlined  below. 

Analysis  of  State  Submission 
1 .  Procedural  Background 

The  Clean  Air  Act  (CAA)  requires 
States  to  observe  certain  procedural 
requirements  in  developing 
implementation  plans  for  submission  to 
the  EPA.  Section  110(a)(2)  of  the  CAA 
provides  that  each  implementation  plan 
submitted  by  a  State  must  be  adopted 
after  reasonable  notice  and  public 
heeu'ing.  See  also  section  110(1)  of  the 
CAA.  Also,  the  EPA  must  determine 
whether  a  submittal  is  complete  and 
therefore  warrants  further  EPA  review 
and  action  [see  section  110(k)(l)  and  57 
FR 13565].  The  EPA’s  completeness 
criteria  for  SIP  submittals  are  set  out  at 
40  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR) 
part  51,  appendix  V  (1991),  as  amended 
by  56  FR  42216  (August  26, 1991).  The 
EPA  attempts  to  make  completeness 
determinations  within  60  days  of 
receiving  a  submission.  However,  a 
submittal  is  deemed  complete  by 
operation  of  law  if  a  completeness 
determination  is  not  made  by  the  EPA 
six  months  after  receipt  of  the 
submission. 

After  providing  adequate  notice,  the 
State  of  Texas  held  public  hearings  on 
May  21, 1992,  and  May  22, 1992,  to 
entertain  public  comment  on  proposed 
revisions  to  Regulation  II  addressing 
enforceability  corrections.  Public 
comments  were  received  and  adequately 
addressed  by  the  State.  Following  the 
public  hearing  and  consideration  of 
public  comments,  the  SIP  revision  was 
adopted  by  the  State  and  filed  in  the 
Texas  Register  on  October  9, 1992 
(effective  October  23, 1992).  The  SIP 
revision  was  submitted  by  the  Governor 
to  the  EPA  by  cover  letter  dated  October 
15, 1992.  It  is  important  to  note  that  by 
the  same  cover  letter  the  Governor  also 


submitted  revisions  of  the  TACB 
Regulation  I  to  the  EPA,  concerning 
control  of  air  pollution  from  visible 
emissions  and  particulate  matter.  The 
revisions  to  the  TACB  Regulation  I  will 
be  addressed  in  a  separate  Federal 
Roister  notice. 

The  SIP  revision  was  reviewed  by  the 
EPA  to  determine  completeness  shortly 
after  its  submittal,  in  accordance  with 
the  completeness  criteria  referenced 
above.  A  letter  dated  December  17, 

1992,  was  forwarded  to  the  Governor 
indicating  the  completeness  of  the 
submittal  and  the  next  steps  to  be  taken 
in  the  review  process.  As  noted  in  this 
action,  the  EPA  is  approving  this  Texas 
SIP  submittal  to  correct  SO2 
enforceability  deficiencies. 

2.  Review  of  Revisions  to  Regulation  II 

The  State  of  Texas  revised  Regulation 
II  in  order  to  correct  SO2  enforceability 
deficiencies.  These  revisions  are  found 
in  Chapter  112,  entitled  Control  of  Air 
Pollution  from  Sulfur  Compounds.  For 
a  detailed  explanation  of  each  change  to 
Regulation  II,  chapter  112,  being 
approved  in  this  action,  please  refer  to 
the  Technical  Support  Document.  A 
brief  summary  of  the  revisions  is 
presented  in  the  following  paragraph. 

The  revisions  to  Regulation  II,  chapter 
112,  strengthen  the  provisions. 

Language  has  been  added  to  chapter  112 
to  protect  the  three-hour  SO2  NAAQS. 
Compliance  determination  methods 
were  clarified,  including  the 
involvement  of  the  EPA  in  the  approval 
of  equivalent  test  methods  and 
exemptions.  Emission  limitations  were 
clarified  by  the  use  of  equations  rather 
than  by  the  use  of  graphs.  In  addition, 
clear  language  was  added  to  chapter  112 
describing  temporary  fuel  shortage  plan 
filing,  operating,  and  reporting 
requirements.  Continuous  emissions 
monitoring  (CEM)  provisions  (including 
40  CFR  part  51,  appendix  P 
requirements),  and  recordkeeping  and 
reporting  requirements  were  also  added 
to  the  regulation.  Additional  provisions 
were  included  to  allow  affected  sources, 
in  lieu  of  40  CFR  part  51,  appendix  P 
CEM  requirements,  to  incorporate  the 
CEM  requirements  firom  the  Title  IV 
acid  rain  provisions  under  section 
412(c)  of  the  CAA  and  all  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder. 

The  revisions  to  chapter  112  also 
contain  new  language  which  outlines  a 
study  to  determine  whether  or  not  a 
tighter  emission  limitation  under  three 
pounds  per  million  British  Thermal 
Units  (BTU),  three-hour  average,  is 
required  for  solid  fossil  fuel-fired  steam 
generators  having  a  design  heat  input  of 
greater  than  1,500  million  BTU  per  hour 
and  which,  on  January  1, 1991,  were  not 
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subject  to  the  Federal  New  Source 
Performance  Standards.  It  is  important 
to  note  that  the  provisions  outlining  the 
study  were  initially  adopted  by  the 
TAGS  on  February  21, 1992,  and 
submitted  to  the  ^A  by  cover  letter 
from  the  Governor  dated  May  29, 1992. 

At  that  time,  the  provisions  for  the 
study  were  fotmd  in  section  112.5.  The 
May  29, 1992.  submittal  has  now  been 
superseded  by  the  October  15, 1992, 
submittal  being  acted  upon  in  this 
action.  The  provisions  of  the  study  have 
not  changed  but  are  now  found  in 
section  112.8.  Please  reference  the 
Technical  Support  Document  for  more 
information  concerning  the  backgrotmd 
for  the  special  study. 

Finally,  the  EPA  will  not  be  acting  on 
section  112.8(b)  of  the  TACB  Regulation 
n  in  this  action.  Tbe  EPA  will  act  upon 
section  112.8(b)  in  a  separate  Federal 
Register  action.  Section  112.8(b) 
contains  a  relaxed  emission  limitation 
of  4.0  pounds  SO2  per  million  BTU, 
three-hour  average,  for  solid  fossil  ^el- 
frred  steam  generators  located  in  Milam 
County,  Texas,  which  began  operation 
prior  to  January  1, 1955.  The  current 
Federally-approved  SIP  limitation  is  3.0 

ounds  SO3  per  million  BTU.  three- 

our  average,  which  remains  in  place. 
The  State  of  Texas  has  submitted  a 
schedule  to  the  EPA  outlining  the 
development,  adoption,  and  Governor's 
submittal  of  supporting  technical 
information  addressing  section  112.8(b). 

Final  Action 

The  EPA  is  approving  this  revision  to 
the  Texas  SIP  to  include  revisions  to  the 
TACB  Regulation  II,  chapter  112, 
entitled  Control  of  Air  Pollution  from 
Sulfur  Compounds.  These  revisions 
correct  enforceability  deficiencies  and 
strengthen  the  provisions  of  Regulation 
n,  chapter  112.  The  revisions  were 
submitted  by  the  Governor  to  the  EPA 
by  cover  letter  dated  October  15, 1992. 

The  EPA  has  reviewed  these  revisions 
to  the  Texas  SIP  and  is  approving  them 
as  submitted.  The  EPA  is  publishing 
this  action  without  prior  proposal 
because  the  Agency  views  this  as  a 
noncontroversial  amendment  and 
anticipates  no  adverse  comments.  This 
action  will  be  effective  October  29, 

1993,  unless,  within  30  days  of  its 
publication,  notice  is  received  that 
adverse  or  critical  comments  will  be 
submitted. 

If  such  notice  is  received,  this  action 
will  be  withdrawn  before  the  effective 
date  by  publishing  two  subsequent 
notices.  One  notice  will  with^w  the 
final  action,  and  another  will  begin  a 
new  rulemaking  by  annoimcing  a 
proposal  of  the  action  and  establishing 
a  comment  period.  If  no  such  comments 


are  received,  the  public  is  advised  that 
this  action  will  be  effective  October  29, 
1993. 

The  EPA  has  reviewed  this  request  for 
revision  of  the  Federally-approved  SIP 
for  conformance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  1990  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments 
enacted  on  November  15, 1990.  The 
EPA  has  determined  that  this  action 
conforms  with  those  requirements. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  SDP.  Each 
request  for  revision  to  the  SIP  shall  be 
considered  separately  in  light  of  specific, 
technical,  economic,  and  environmental 
factors,  and  in  relation  to  relevant 
statutory  and  regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  600  et  seq.,  the  EPA  must 
prepare  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  sm^l  entities  (5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604).  Alternatively,  the  EPA  may 
certify  that  the  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  Small  entities 
include  small  businesses,  small  not-for- 
profit  enterprises,  and  government 
entities  with  jurisdiction  over 
populations  of  less  than  50,000. 

The  SIP  approvals  under  section  110 
and  subchapter  I,  part  D,  of  the  CAA  do 
not  create  any  new  requirements,  but 
simply  approve  requirements  that  the 
State  is  already  imposing. 

Therefore,  because  the  Federal  SIP- 
approval  does  not  impose  any  new 
requirements,  I  certify  that  it  does  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  any  small 
entities  affected.  Moreover,  due  to  the 
nature  of  the  Federal-State  relationship 
imder  the  CAA,  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  flexibility  analysis  would 
constitute  Federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  State 
action.  The  CAA  forbids  the  EPA  to  base 
its  actions  concerning  SIPs  on  such 
grounds  {Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S. 
E.P.A.,  427  U.S.  246,  256-66  (S.  Ct. 
1976):  42  U.S.C.  7410(a)(2)). 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  CAA, 
petitions  for  judicial  review  of  this 
action  must  filed  in  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  appropriate 
circuit  by  October  29, 1993.  Filing  a 
petition  for  reconsideration  by  the 
Administrator  of  this  final  rule  does  not 
affect  the  finality  of  this  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  judicial  review  nor  does  it 
extend  the  time  within  which  a  petition 
for  judicial  review  may  be  filed,  and 
shall  not  postpone  the  effectiveness  of 
such  rule  or  action.  This  action  may  not 
be  challenged  later  in  proceedings  to 


enforce  its  requirements.  [See  section 
307(b)(2).l 

Executive  Order  12291 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  two  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  waived 
Tables  two  and  three  SIP  revisions  (54 
FR  2222)  from  the  requirements  of 
section  3  of  Executive  Order  12291  for 
a  period  of  two  years.  The  EPA  has 
submitted  a  request  for  a  permanent 
waiver  for  Table  two  and  three  SIP 
revisions.  The  0MB  has  agreed  to 
continue  the  temporary  waiver  until 
such  time  as  it  rules  on  the  EPA’s 
request. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Incorporation 
by  reference.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Sulfur 
dioxide. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  of  the  SIP 
for  the  State  of  Texas  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  July  1, 

1982. 

Dated;  July  30, 1993. 

Joe  D.  Winkle, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator  [6 A). 

40  CFR  part  52  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  52— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  7401-7671q. 

Subpart  SS— Texas 

2.  Section  52.2270  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (c)(76)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  52.2270  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)*  *  * 

(76)  A  revision  to  the  Texas  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  to  include 
revisions  to  Texas  Air  Control  Board 
(TACB)  Regulation  II,  31  TAC  Chapter 
112.  Control  of  Air  Pollution  from 
Sulfur  Compounds,  submitted  by  the 
Governor  by  cover  letter  dated  October 
15. 1992. 

(i)  Incorporation  by  reference. 

(A)  Revisions  to  Texas  Air  Control 
Board  (TACB),  Regulation  n,  31  TAC 
Chapter  112,  Section  112.1, 
"Definitions;”  Section  112.2, 
"Compliance,  Reporting,  and 
Recordkeeping;”  Section  112.3,  "Net 
Ground  Level  Concentrations;”  Section 
112.4,  "Net  Groxmd  Level 
Concentration — ^Exemption  Conditions;” 
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“allowable  sulfur  oxide  emissions." 

2.  Rule  4-22  (Sulfur  Recovery 
Operations),  Section  120-04-2203. 
The  revised  provisions  establish 
maximum  allowable  emissions  rates 
both  for  sulfur  recovery  operations 
with  an  SO2  production  rate  of  less 
than  SO  tons/day  (415  Ib/hour  of 
SO2)  and  those  with  an  SO2 
production  rate  of  more  than  500 
tons/day  (4150  Ib/hour  of  SO2). 

At  the  same  time,  Virginia  has  deleted 
SIP  regulation  4.50,  which  consists  of  a 
general  provision  which  prohibited 
operations  that  disperse  into  the 
atmosphere  unspecified  quantities  and 
concentrations  of  gaseous  pollutants  "so 
as  to  injure  human,  pl-'nt,  or  animal  life 
or  to  cause  a  condition  of  air  pollution." 
Virginia  has  replaced  this  regulation 
Mdth  its  source^pecific  SO2  emissions 
limitations.  EPA  inadvertently  omitted 
any  mention  of  Virginia’s  deletion 
action  in  the  October  19, 1987  NPR. 
Therefore,  EPA  will  take  final  action  as 
part  of  this  Direct  Final  Rulemaking 
Action. 

EPA’s  Evaluation 

Since  1975,  the  Virginia  SIP  has 
permitted  the  State  to  issue  variances. 
Historically,  EPA  has  required  ail 
variances  whose  time  period  extends 
beyond  one  year  to  be  submitted  to  EPA 
as  a  SIP  revision  (regardless  of  whether 
they  represent  compliance  deferrals  or 
regulatory  exemptions),  and  Virginia 
has  complied  with  this  requirement. 
Under  SIP  Section  120-02-05 A, 

Virginia  holds  public  hearings  on 
pending  variances  prior  to  the  efiective 
date.  The  revised  definition  would  not 
change  these  fundamental  requirements. 

Therefore,  EPA  approves  this  SIP 
revision,  with  the  imderstanding  that 
Virginia  must  continue  to  submit 
variances  it  issues  as  formal  SIP 
revisions. 

With  regard  to  the  definition  of  "coal 
preparation  plant,”  the  revised 
definition  matches  that  which  is  found 
in  40  Ck'k  part  60,  subpart  Y. 

The  revised  SO2  regulations  of  the 
Virginia  SIP  are  primarily  comprised  of 
administrative  wording  changes.  The 
revised  wording  strengthens  &e 
applicable  SO2  provisions  for  sulfur 
recovery  operations  (Rule  4-22,  Section 
120-04-2203)  by  establishing  SO2 
emissions  limits  for  all  sulfur  recovery 
operations,  regardless  of  size.  Since  the 
revised  provisions  remove  prior 
threshold  exemptions,  EPA  expects  no 
adverse  impacts  on  ambient  SO2 
standards  as  a  result  of  the 
establishment  of  these  emissions  limits. 

At  40  CFR  52.2420(c)(90)  (58  FR 
33205),  EPA  approved  Virginia’s  revised 
definition  of  the  term  "total  capacity.” 


This  definition,  which  is  tised  in  the 
provisions  of  Rule  4-8,  Section  120-04- 
0806A.,  B.,  and  C,  refers  to  the  sum  of 
the  rate^  capacities  which  must  be 
operated  simultaneously  under 
conditions  of  "100%  use  load."  The 
expression  "use  load”  refers  to  the  load 
that  is  necessary  for  the  fuel  burning 
equipment  (FBE)  installation  to  meet  in 
o^er  to  support  normal  plant  operation. 
The  rated  capacities  of  standby  and 
emergency  units  are  not  to  be  included 
in  determining  a  given  soiuce’s  total 
capacity. 

However,  Virginia  has  stated  in  a  July 
14, 1986  letter  to  EPA  that  for  the 
purposes  of  air  quality  attainment 
demonstrations  and  Invention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  (PSD) 
increment  consumption  analyses, 
allowable  emissions  fit>m  standby  and 
emergency  units  will  be  factored  into 
any  modelling  analyses  performed  for , 
these  purposes. 

For  all  other  source  categories  whose 
SO2  emissions  are  subject  to  regulatory 
control,  there  are  no  revised  regulatory 
requirements  nor  emission  limitations. 
Therefore,  EPA  expects  no  adverse  air 
quality  impacts. 

Enforceability  Issues 

The  major  changes  to  the  SO2 
regulations  consist  of  the  relocation  of 
specific  emission  limits  to  the 
applicable  source  category  rule.  ’This 
change  is  consistent  with  Virginia’s 
overall  recodification  format.  This 
format  improves  the  overall 
enforceability  of  the  regulation  since  the 
reorganized  regulations  make  clarify 
what  limit  applies  to  that  source 
category.  Virginia  contends  that  the 
wording  change  to  the  definition  of 
"total  capacity"  approved  by  EPA  in  40 
CFR  52.2420(c)(90)  for  control  of 
particulate  matter  emissions  also 
prevents  sources  from  circumventing 
the  intent  of  the  regulations  and 
determining  an  allowable  SO2  standard 
based  on  boiler  capacity  that  would 
never  be  utilized  under  "normal" 
operating  conditions.  This  SIP  change 
was  made  to  clarify  and  make  legally 
enforceable  an  interpretation  Virginia 
has  used  for  some  time. 

As  a  result  of  EPA’s  prior  approval 
action  codified  in  4Q  CFR 
52.2420(c)(90),  no  additional  action  is 
required  as  this  modification,  since  the 
revised  definition  of  “total  capacity",  is 
federally  enforceable  as  applied  to  all 
pollutants  regulated  by  Rule  4-8. 

In  Rule  4-15,  Section  120-004- 
1503C.,  the  definition  of  “coal 
preparation  plant"  is  revised  to:  (1) 
Include  "breaking"  as  a  method  of 
preparing  coal;  (2)  expand  "cleaning"  to 
specify  "wet  or  dry  cleaning";  and  (3) 


specify  "drying"  to  mean  thermal 
drying.  The  revised  definition  matches 
the  one  which  is  foimd  in  40  CFR  part 
60,  subpart  Y. 

In  Rule  4-18,  the  addition  of  “oxide" 
to  the  "Y"  variable  for  the  equation 
defining  the  allowable  SO2  emissions 
limit  from  primary  and  secondary 
metals  operations  (Section  120-04- 
1804)  makes  it  clear  that  the  provision 
was  designed  to  determine  allowable 
SCh  emissions. 

In  Rule  4-21,  Section  120-04-2102C., 
the  revised  de^ition  of  "sulfuric  add 
production  unit"  replaces  "sulfuric  add 
plant."  The  definition  itself  is  not 
changed. 

In  Rule  4-21,  Section  120-04-2103 
and  Rule  4-22,  Section  120-04-2104, 
the  wording  has  been  revised  so  that  the 
applicable  allowable  SO2  emissions 
rates  and  volumetric  concentration 
levels  apply  to  the  total  SO2  emission 
points  from  a  given  source,  and  not 
spedfically  to  tail  gas  streams.  In  both 
Sections  120-04-2103  and  120-04- 
2204,  the  SEP  allowable  SO2  emissions 
rates  and  volumetric  concentration 
levels  have  not  been  revised,  although 
as  noted  above,  the  size  threshold  of 
sources  subjed  to  the  provisions  of 
Section  120-04-2204  has  been 
expanded. 

EPA  is  approving  this  SIP  revision 
without  prior  proposal  because  the 
Agency  views  this  as  a  noncontroversial 
amendment  and  anticipates  no  adverse 
comments.  This  action  will  be  effedive 
Odober  29, 1993,  unless,  by  September 
29, 1993,  notice  is  received  that  adverse 
or  critical  comments  will  be  submitted. 

If  such  notice  is  received,  this  action 
will  be  withdrawn  before  the  effective 
date  by  simultaneously  publishing  two 
subsequent  notices.  One  notice  will 
withdraw  the  final  action  and  another 
will  begin  a  new  rulemaking  by 
annotmcing  a  proposal  of  the  adion  and 
establishing  a  comment  period.  If  no 
such  comments  are  received,  the  public 
is  advised  that  this  action  will  be 
efiective  on  Odober  29, 1993. 

Final  Adion 

EPA  is  approving  the  revised 
provisions  to  Parts  I  (Definitions)  and  IV 
(Control  of  Existing  Purees)  submitted 
by  Virginia  on  February  14, 1985 
pertaining  to  definitions  of  certain  terms 
and  control  of  sulfur  dioxide  (SO2) 
emissions.  The  Agency  has  reviewed 
this  request  for  revision  of  the  federally- 
approved  State  Implementation  Plan  for 
conformance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
1990  amendments  enacted  on  November 
15, 1990.  The  Agency  has  determined 
that  this  adion  conforms  with  those 
requirements  irrespective  of  the  fad  that 
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the  submittal  preceded  the  date  of 
enactment. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  futtire 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 

{)lan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
ight  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  600  et  seq.,  EPA  must  prepare 
a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  sm^l  entities.  5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604.  Alternatively,  EPA  may  certify 
that  the  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  Small  entities  include  small 
businesses,  small  not-for-profit 
enterprises,  and  government  entities 
with  jurisdiction  over  populations  of 
less  than  50,000. 

SIP  approvals  under  section  110  and 
subchapter  I,  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
do  not  create  any  new  requirements  but 
simply  approve  requirements  that  the 
State  is  almady  imposing.  Therefore, 
because  the  Feder^  SIP  approval  does 
not  impose  any  new  requirements,  the 
Administrator  certifies  that  it  does  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  any  small 
entities  affected.  Moreover,  due  to  the 
nature  of  the  Federal-State  relationship 
under  the  Clean  Air  Act  (CAA), 
preparation  of  a  flexibilify  analysis 
would  constitute  Federal  inquiry  into 
the  economic  reasonableness  of  state 
action.  The  CAAA  forbids  EPA  to  base 
its  actions  concerning  SIPs  on  such 
grounds.  Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S.  EPA, 
427  U.S.  246,  255-66  (1976);  42  U.S.C. 
7410(a)(2). 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  3  action  for  signature  by  the 
Regional  Administrator  under  the 
procedures  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  19, 1989  (54  FR 
2214-2225).  On  January  6, 1989,  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
waived  Table  2  and  Table  3  SIP 
revisions  from  the  requirements  of 
Section  3  of  Executive  Order  12291  for 
a  period  of  two  years.  EPA  has 
submitted  a  request  for  a  permanent 
waiver  for  Table  2  and  3  SIP  revisions. 
OMB  has  agreed  to  continue  the 
temporary  waiver  until  such  time  as  it 
rules  on  EPA's  request. 

Under  section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  petitions  for  judicial  review  of 
this  action  must  be  filed  in  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
appropriate  circuit  by  October  29, 1993. 
Filing  a  petition  for  reconsideration  by 
the  Administrator  of  this  final  rule  to 


approve  Virginia’s  revised  SO2 
regulations  and  associated  definitions 
does  not  affect  the  finality  of  this  rule 
for  the  purposes  of  judicial  review  nor 
does  it  extend  the  time  within  which  a 
petition  for  judicial  review  may  be  filed, 
and  shall  not  postpone  the  effectiveness 
of  such  rule  or  action.  This  action  may 
not  be  challenged  later  in  proceedings  to 
enforce  its  requirements.  (See  section 
307(b)(2).) 

List  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Incorporation 
by  reference.  Intergovernmental 
relations.  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Sulfiir  Oxides. 

Dated:  August  6, 1993. 

Richard  ).  KanqiL 

Acting  Regional  Administratm,  Region  M. 

40  CFR  part  52,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  52— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  52 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Autibority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 

Subpart  W— Virginia 

2.  Section  52.2420  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (c)(98)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§52J2420  Identification  of  plan. 
***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(98)  Revisions  to  the  State 
Implementation  Plan  submitted  by  the 
Virginia  Department  of  Air  Pollution 
Control  on  February  14, 1985. 

(i)  Incorporation  by  reference. 

(A)  Letter  from  the  Commonwealth  of 
Virginia  dated  February  14, 1985 
submitting  a  revision  to  the  Virginia 
State  Implementation  Plan. 

(B)  The  following  provisions  of  the 
Virginia  Regulations  for  the  Control  and 
Abatement  of  Air  Pollution,  effective 
February  1, 1985: 

(1)  Part  I  General  Definitions. 

Section  12CM)l-02  (Definition  of 

"variance”). 

(2)  Part  IV  Emission  Standards  fium 

Existing  Sources. 

Rule  4—4,  Section  120-04-0405. 

Rule  4-8,  Section  120-04-0806. 

Rule  4-9,  Section  120-04-0904. 

Rule  4-11,  Section  120-04-1104. 
Rule  4-15,  Section  120-04^1503C. 
(Definition  of  "coal  preparation 
plant”) 

Rule  4-16,  Section  120-04-1604. 
Rule  4-18,  Section  120-04-1804, 
Rule  4-19,  Section  1^0-04-1904. 
Rule  4-21,  Sections  1 20-04-2 102C. 
(Definition  of  “sulfuric  add 
production  unit”)  and  120-04- 


2103. 

Rule  4-22,  Section  120-04-2203. 
Deletion  of  Section  4.50  of  the 
Virginia  Regulations  for  the  Control  and 
Abatement  of  Air  Pollution  in  effect 
before  February  1, 1985. 

(ii)  Additional  material. 

(A)  Remainder  of  the  February  14, 
1985  State  submittal  pertaining  to:  The 
revised  definitions  of  "variance,”  "coal 
preparation  plant,”  and  “sufiiric  acid 
production  unit”;  and  Virginia’s  revised 
sulfur  dioxide  provisions. 

(B)  Letter  dated  July  14, 1986  fix>m  the 
Virginia  State  Air  Pollution  Control 
Bo^  to  EPA. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20922  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BttJJNQ  CODE  6660-S0-I> 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  571 

[Docket  No.  70-27,  Notice  31  and  Docket 
No.  83-07,  Notice  5] 

RIN  2127-AF-13 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards;  Burnish  Procedures  for 
Heavy  Vehicles 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA), 
Department  of  Transportation. 

ACTION:  Interim  final  rule,  delay  of 
effective  date. 

SUMMARY:  In  a  final  rule  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  14, 1988, 
NHTSA  amended  Standard  No.  105, 
Hydraulic  Brake  Systems,  and  Standard 
No.  121,  Air  Brake  Systems,  with 
respect  to  the  burnish  procedures  for 
heavy  vehicles.  That  notice  adopted  a 
new  biunish  procedure  effective 
September  12, 1988,  but  permitted  a 
choice  between  either  the  old  or  the 
new  burnish  proced;ires  imtil 
September  1, 1993.  Effective  September 
1, 1993,  the  old  burnish  procedure  is 
completely  eliminated  from  the 
standards. 

In  partial  response  to  petitions  from 
Eaton  Corporation  and  the  American 
Automobile  Manufacturers  Association 
(AAMA),  this  notice  amends  the 
standards  by  adopting  a  one  year 
extension  in  the  period  during  which 
there  is  a  choice  between  the  two 
burnish  procedures.  In  a  notice  of 
proposed  ruleinaking  published 
elsewhere  in  today’s  Federal  Register, 
the  agency  is  proposing  to  extend  the 
period  an  ad(htional  eighteen  months. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  amendments  made 
by  this  rule  are  effective  August  30, 
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1993.  Vehicles  manufactured  before 
September  1, 1994  may  be  biimished 
according  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
S7.4.2.1(a)  or  S7.4.2.1(b)  of  Standard 
No.  105  and  S6.1.8.1(a)  or  86.1.8.10))  of 
Standard  No.  121.  Vehicles 
manufachned  on  or  after  September  1, 
1994  shall  be  burnished  according  to  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  S7.4.2.10))  of 
Standard  No.  105  and  in  S6.1.8.l0>)  of 
Standard  No.  121. 

Petitions  for  Reconsideration:  Any 
petitions  for  reconsideration  of  this  rule 
must  be  received  by  NHTSA  no  later 
than  September  29. 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Petitions  for  reconsideration 
of  this  rule  shoiild  refer  to  Docket  No. 
70-27,  Notice  31  and  Docket  No.  83-07, 
Notice  5  and  should  be  submitted  to: 
Administrator,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:- 
Mr.  Richard  C.  Carter,  Office  of  Vehicle 
Safety  Standards,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20590.  (202-366-5274). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

Standard  No.  105,  Hydraulic  Brake 
Systems,  and  Standard  No.  121,  Air 
Brake  Systems  (49  CFR  571.121),  specify 
tests  to  measure  whether  heavy  vefficles 
equipped  with  hydraulic  or  air  brakes 
comply  with  the  standards’  performance 
requirements.  These  vehicles  are  subject 
to  “burnish”  procedures  conducted  at 
the  outset  of  road  testing  and 
dynamometer  testing.  T^e  burnish 
procedures  serve  to  simiilate  the  break- 
in  of  the  brakes  on  new  vehicles  xmder 
normal  driving  conditions. 

The  standards  currently  contain  old 
and  new  burnish  procedures,  identified 
in  the  standards  as  option  “a”  and 
option  “b,”  respectively.  The  old 
burnish  procedure  consists  of  a  series  of 
brake  applications,  which  are  also 
known  as  “snubs,”  that  result  in  the 
brakes  being  heated  to  not  more  than  the 
specified  maximum  temperature  of  550“ 
F.  The  old  burnish  procedure  is  known 
as  a  “hot”  burnish  or  temperature 
control  burnish. 

The  agency  amended  the  bximish  ' 
procedures  in  a  rulemaking  proceeding 
that  was  conducted  in  response  to  a 
petition  from  Intemationtd  Harvester 
and  culminated  in  a  final  rule  published 
on  March  14, 1988  (49  FR  8191).  llie 
agency  initiated  rulemaking  regarding 
the  temperature  limit  because  ffie  limit, 
which  was  established  with  drum  brake 
designs  in  mind,  appeared 
inappropriate  for  oisc  brake  designs. 


Disc  brake  systems  are  designed  to 
operate  at  appreciably  higher 
temperahires  than  are  drum  brake 
systems.  As  a  result,  it  has  been  difficult 
to  avoid  exceeding  the  specified 
maximum  temperahire  during  the 
burnish  of  vehicles  with  disc  brake 
systems. 

After  issuing  several  notices,  the 
agency  added  a  new  burnish  procedure 
providing  that  the  brakes  on  heavy  duty 
vehicles  are  to  be  burnished  by  500 
snubs  slowing  the  vehicle  from  40  mph 
to  20  mph,  without  regard  to  brake 
temperatures  generated  dining  the 
burnish.  For  that  reason,  the  new 
burnish  procedure  is  known  as  a  “cold” 
burnish  or  vehicle  deceleration  burnish. 
NHTSA  believes  that  under  the  new 
burnish  procedure,  brakes  will  be 
burnished  in  a  manner  that  is  more 
realistic  and  representative  of  the  break- 
in  that  vehicle  brakes  actually  receive  in 
service  without  favoring  drum  brake 
des^s  over  disc  brake  designs. 

NHTSA  allowed  a  five  year  transition 
eriod  for  implementing  the  new 
umish  procedure.  The  agency 
provided  this  longer  than  normal  lead 
time  to  minimize  the  rulemaking’s  cost 
impact  by  allowing  manufacturers  to 
phase-in  any  required  changes  to  brake 
systems  as  desi^  changes  were  made. 
During  the  transition  period,  there  is  a 
choice  between  the  old  and  new  burnish 
procedures.  As  established  in  the  March 
1988  final  rule,  the  period  lasts  until 
September  1, 1993  (see  S7.4.2.1  of 
Standard  No.  105  or  S6.1.8.1  of 
Standard  No.  121). 

On  and  after  that  date,  the  only 
burnish  procedure  in  the  standards  was 
to  be  the  new  one. 

n.  Petitions 

NHTSA  received  petitions  finm  Eaton 
Corporation  and  the  American 
Automobile  Manufacturers  Association 
(AAMA)  concerning  the  effective  date 
for  the  new  burnish  procedure.  Eaton 
petitioned  the  agency  to  either  permit 
an  option  that  retains  the  old  burnish 
procedure  or  postpone  the  effective  date 
for  the  new  procedure  to  allow  the 
agency  to  investigate  problems 
associated  with  using  only  the  new 
procedure. 

Eaton  stated  that  there  are  problems 
with  specifying  only  the  new  burnish 
procedure  since  certain  brake  designs 
that  comply  after  being  subjected  to  the 
old  burnish  procedure  do  not  pass  the 
parking  or  service  brake  systems  tests 
after  being  subjected  to  the  new  burnish 
procedure.  The  petitioner  further  stated 
that  using  the  new  procedure  results  in 
less  consistent  test  results  and  increased 
sensitivity  to  test  methods.  As  a  result 
of  these  problems,  Eaton  contended  that 


vehicles  would  need  higher  friction 
linings;  more,  larger,  or  higher  force 
spring  brakes;  or  air  system  redesigns.  It 
viewed  any  such  changes  in  the  brake 
systems  as  resulting  in  unjustified  costs 
and  posing  unknown  risks  to  heavy 
truck  braking  performance. 

The  AAMA  petitioned  NHTSA  to 
delete  the  effective  date  for  the  new 
brake  burnish  procedure.  If  AAMA’s 
request  were  granted,  a  choice  between 
the  old  and  new  burnish  procedures 
would  be  allowed  indefinitely.  AAMA 
stated  that  specifying  only  the  new 
burnish  would  result  in  increased 
variability  that  could  adversely  affect 
brake  effectiveness.  The  petitioner  also 
believed  that  the  new  burnish  procedure 
would  increase  the  stringency  of  the 
parking  brake  requirements  because,  it 
claimed,  braking  performance  generally 
degrades  at  lower  burnish  temperatures. 
In  addition,  AAMA  stated  that  many 
current  vehicles  that  comply  with  the 
brake  standards  after  being  subjected  to 
the  old  burnish  procedure  will  not 
comply  when  tested  after  being 
subjected  to  the  new  burnish  procedure, 
even  though  it  is  not  aware  of  any  safety 
problem  arising  from  the  braking 
performance  of  vehicles  tested  after 
using  the  old  procedure. 

After  receiving  these  petitions, 

NHTSA  staff  met  with  representatives  of 
Eaton,  Freightliner,  PACCAR,  Navistar, 
Rockwell,  Lucas,  Carlisle,  and  Ford. 
According  to  these  representatives  of 
the  heavy  truck  industry,  the  new 
burnish  procedure  would  result  in 
significant  variability  problems  and 
potential  compliance  problems. 
Accordingly,  they  requested  that 
NHTSA  either  (1)  delay  the  September 

l,  1993  effective  date,  (2)  allow  either 
procedure  indefinitely,  or  (3)  develop  a 
new  burnish  procedure. 

m.  Agency  Decision 

The  March  14, 1988  final  rule  was  not 
intended  to  impose  additional  or  more 
stringent  performance  requirements  for 
heavy  vehicles.  Instead,  the  adoption  of 
the  new  burnish  procedure  had  two 
purposes:  (1)  To  ensure  that  the 
compliance  tests  are  more 
representative  of  actual  vehicle  break-in 
and  (2)  to  eliminate  the  current  burnish 
procedure’s  bias  against  new  brake 
designs. 

After  reviewing  the  petitions,  NHTSA 
believes  that  it  should  extend  the  time 
period  during  which  either  burnish 
procedure  may  be  used.  The  agency 
believes  further  that  without  this  delay, 
vehicle  manufacturers  would  have  faced 
a  significant  cost  burden  related  to 
compliance  testing  and  product 
development,  without  corresponding 
safety  benefits.  In  particular,  imder  the 
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recent  proposal  to  reinstate  stopping 
distance  requirements  for  heavy 
vehicles,  manufacturers  would  have  to 
conduct  two  sets  of  compliance  testing 
using  both  the  old  and  new  burnish 
procedures  within  the  comment  period. 
(58  FR  11003, 11009,  February  23, 

1993).  In  addition,  the  agency  needs  to 
assets  the  petitioners’  contention  that 
the  new  burnish  procedures  result  in  a 
more  stringent  requirement. 

Based  on  these  concerns,  the  agency 
has  decided  to  issue  two  notices 
regarding  extensions  of  the  effective 
date  for  the  new  burnish  procedure.  In 
this  interim  final  rule,  the  agency  is 
extending  the  period  during  which 
either  the  old  or  new  burnish 
procedures  can  be  used  until  September 
1, 1994.  In  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (NPRM)  published 
elsewhere  in  today’s  Federal  Register, 
NHTSA  is  also  proposing  to  extend  the 
optional  period  for  the  new  burnish 
procedure  an  additional  18  months  to 
March  1, 1996. 

The  one  year  extension  will  permit 
the  agency  to  complete  its  analysis  of 
the  arguments  made  by  the  petitioners 
and  provide  a  further  response  to  the 
petitioners.  It  will  also  alleviate 
potential  compliance  problems  for 
manufacturers  who  have  experienced 
problems  with  variability  resulting  firom 
the  cold  burnish  procedure.  The 
additional  time  will  also  allow  the 
agency  to  evaluate  the  manufacturers’ 
contention  that  the  new  burnish 
procedure  increases  the  stringency  of 
the  parking  brake  and  stopping 
requirements  and  necessitates  the  use  of 
more  costly,  higher  friction  linings. 

Such  linings  are  more  sensitive  to 
temperature  and  brake  applications. 

NHTSA  finds  that  the  issuance  of  this 
notice  without  prior  opportunity  for 
comment  is  necessary  in  view  of  the 
nearness  of  the  September  1, 1993 
effective  date  and  the  compliance 
difficulties  which  would  occur  if  the 
date  were  not  extended.  The  agency  also 
finds  for  good  cause  that  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  establish  an 
immediate  effective  date  for  the 
amendments  made  by  this  notice.  In  the 
absence  of  an  immediate  effective  date, 
manufacturers  might  be  unable  to  certify 
that  some  of  their  vehicles  currently 
being  produced  comply  with  Standard 
No.  105  and  Standard  No.  121.  The 
amendments  impose  no  new 
requirements  but  instead  provide 
additional  flexibility  to  manufacturers 
by  extending  the  time  they  may  comply 
with  the  alternative  burnish  procedure. 


Regulatory  Analyses  and  Notices 

A.  Executive  Order  12291  (Federal 
Regulation)  and  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures 

NHTSA  has  analyzed  this  rulemaking 
and  determined  that  it  is  neither 
"major"  within  the  meaning  of 
Executive  Order  12291  nor  "significant" 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  regulatory  policies 
and  procedures.  The  agency  has 
determined  that  the  economic  effects  of 
the  amendment  are  so  minimal  that  a 
full  regulatory  evaluation  is  not 
required.  Since  the  amendment  imposes 
no  new  requirement  but  simply  extends 
an  alternative  test  procedure  for  an 
additional  year,  any  cost  impacts  will  be 
in  the  nature  of  slight,  nonquantifiable  ' 
cost  savings. 

B.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

In  accordeuice  with  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  NHTSA  has  evaluated 
the  effects  of  this  rulemaking  on  small 
entities.  Based  on  this  evaluation.  I 
hereby  certify  that  the  amendments  will 
not  have  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Few  of  the  truck  tractor  or  brake 
manufacturers  qualify  as  small  entities. 
While  some  trailer  manufacturers  may 
qualify  as  small  entities,  the  only 
impacts  of  the  amendments  will  be 
slight,  nonquantifiable  cost  savings. 
Thus,  manufacturers  of  motor  vehicles, 
small  businesses,  small  organizations, 
and  small  governmental  units  that 
purchase  motor  vehicles  will  not  be 
significantly  affected  by  the 
amendments.  Accordingly,  a  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  has  not  been 
performed. 

C.  Federalism  Assessment 

This  action  has  been  analyzed  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  and 
criteria  contained  in  Executive  Order 
12612.  NHTSA  has  determined  that  the 
rulemaking  does  not  have  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 
No  state  laws  will  be  affected. 

D.  Environmental  Impacts 

In  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969, 
NHTSA  has  considered  the 
environmental  impacts  of  this  rule.  The 
agency  has  determined  that  this  rule 
will  not  have  a  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment. 

E.  Civil  Justice  Reform 

This  final  rule  does  not  have  any 
retroactive  effect.  Under  section  103(d) 
of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1392(d)), 


whenever  a  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standard  is  in  effect,  a  state  may  not 
adopt  or  maintain  a  safety  standard 
applicable  to  the  same  aspect  of 
performance  which  is  not  identical  to 
the  Federal  standard.  Section  105  of  the 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  1394)  sets  forth  a 
procedure  for  judicial  review  of  final 
rules  establishing,  amending  or  revoking 
Federal  motor  vehicle  safety  standards. 
That  section  does  not  require 
submission  of  a  petition  for 
reconsideration  or  other  administrative 
proceedings  before  parties  may  file  suit 
in  court. 

List  of  Subjects  in  49  CFR  Part  571 

Imports,  Incorporation  by  reference. 
Motor  vehicle  safety.  Motor  vehicles. 
Rubber  and  rubber  products.  Tires. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  49 
CFR  part  571  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR 
VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  571 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  15  U.S.C.  1392, 1401, 1403, 

1407;  delegation  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.50. 

2.  Section  571.105  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  text  of  S7.4.2.1 
to  read  as  follows: 

§571.105  Standard  No.  105,  Hydraulic 
brake  systems. 

***** 

S7.4.2.1.  Burnish.  Vehicles 
manufactured  before  September  1, 1994 
are  burnished  according  to  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  S7.4. 2.1(a)  or 
S7.4.2.1(b)  of  this  section,  at  the 
manufacturer’s  option.  Vehicles 
manufactured  on  or  after  September  1, 
1994  are  burnished  according  to  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  S7. 4. 2. 1(b)  of 
this  section. 

***** 

3.  Section  571.121  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  text  of  S6.1.8.1 
to  read  as  follows: 

§571.121  StandardNo.  121,  Airbrake 
systems. 

***** 

S6. 1.8.1  Vehicles  manufactured  before 
September  1, 1994  are  burnished 
according  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
S6.1. 8.1(a)  or  S6.1.8.1(b)  of  this  section, 
at  the  manufacturer’s  option.  Vehicles 
manufactured  on  or  after  September  1, 
1994  are  burnished  according  to  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  S6. 1.8.1(b)  of 
this  section. 

***** 
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Issued  on:  August  24, 1993. 

Howard  M.  SmoUdn, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc  93-20915  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed 
issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The 
purpose  of  these  notices  is  to  give  interested 
persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  fined 
rules. 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10CFRPart72 

RIN  3150  AE17 

Emergency  Planning  Licensing 
Requirements  for  Independent  Spent 
Fuel  Storage  Facilities  (ISFSI)  and 
Monitored  Retrievable  Storage 
Facilities  (MRS) 

AGENCY:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule:  Extension  of 
public  comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  On  May  24, 1993  (58  FR 
29795),  the  NRC  published  for  public 
comment  a  proposed  rule  to  provide 
Emergency  Planning  Licensing 
Requirements  for  Independent  Spent 
Fuel  Storage  Facilities  (ISFSI)  and 
Monitored  Retrievable  Storage  Facilities 
(MRS).  The  comment  period  for  this 
proposed  rule  was  to  have  expired  on 
August  9, 1993. 

The  Commission  has  received  two 
requests  to  extend  the  pubUc  comment 
period.  The  consideration  to  extend  the 
comment  period  is  based  on  the  fact  that 
the  proposed  rule  presents  difficult 
issues  requiring  thoughtful  and  careful 
analysis  if  the  comments  are  to  be  of 
maximum  value  to  the  Commission.  In 
particular,  “*  *  *  the  eight  remaining 
applicants  for  Federal  grants  to  consider 
hosting  the  MRS  faciUty  are  Native 
American  Tribal  Governing  Coimcils. 
These  Councils  represent  rural, 
generally  poor  citizens  who  are  difficult 
to  contact  quickly.  Frequently,  members 
of  these  communities  take  more  time 
than  usual  to  discuss  and  evaluate 
complex  issues  such  as  those  relating  to 
the  MRS.” 

The  Commission  therefore  finds  that 
it  is  reasonable  to  extend  the  public 
comment  period  90  days  to  November  9, 
1993,  in  order  to  allow  all  interested 
persons  adequate  time  for  such 
consideration. 

DATES:  The  comment  period  has  been 
extended  and  now  expires  November  9, 


1993.  Comments  received  after  this  date 
will  be  considered  if  it  is  practical  to  do 
so,  but  the  Commission  is  able  to  assure 
consideration  only  for  comments 
received  on  or  before  this  date. 
ADDRESSES:  Mail  written  comments  to: 
The  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S. 
Nucle£u  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Branch.  Dehver 
comments  to  11555  Rockville  Pike, 
Rockville,  Maryland,  between  7:45  am 
and  4:15  pm.  Federal  workdays. 

Copies  of  the  environmental 
assessment  and  finding  of  no  significant 
environmental  impact,  and  comments 
received  may  be  examined  at  the  NRC 
Public  Dociunent  Room  at  2120  L  Street 
NW.  (Lower  Level),  Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Michael  T.  Jamgochian,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Research,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20555,  telephone  (301) 
492-3918. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  24th  day 
of  August,  1993. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel  J.  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20948  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  7590-01-P 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
11  CFR  Parts  100  and  113 
[Notice  1993-19] 

Expenditures;  Personal  Use  of 
Campaign  Funds 

AGENCY:  Federal  Election  Commission. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Election 
Commission  today  seeks  comments  on  a 
new  rule  governing  the  conversion  of 
campaign  funds  to  personal  use.  The 
Federal  Election  Campaign  Act,  as 
amended,  prohibits  any  person  from 
converting  amounts  received  by  a 
candidate  as  contributions  to  bis  or  her 
personal  use.  The  Commission  is 
considering  inserting  a  definition  of 
personal  use  into  its  regulations.  Further 
information  is  provided  in  the 
supplementary  information  w'hich 
follows. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  September  29, 1993. 


ADDRESSES:  Comments  must  be  in 
writing  and  addressed  to:  Ms.  Susan  E. 
Propper,  Assistant  General  Cotmsel,  999 
E  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20463. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Susan  E.  Propper.  Assistant  General 
Coimsel,  999  E  Street,  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20463,  (202)  219-3690 
or  (800) 424-9530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
113  of  the  Federal  Election  Campaign 
Act  Amendments  of  1979,  Public  Law 
96-187,  93  Stat.  1339, 1366-67, 
amended  2  U.S.C.  439a  to  prohibit  the 
conversion  of  certain  campaign 
contributions  to  personal  use. 
Specifically,  the  1979  amendments 
revised  section  439a  to  say  that  no 
amoimts  received  by  a  candidate  as 
contributions  that  are  in  excess  of  any 
amoimt  necessary  to  defray  his  or  her 
expenditures  may  be  converted  by  any 
person  to  any  personal  use,  other  than 
to  defray  any  ordinary  and  necessary 
expenses  incrirred  in  connection  with 
his  or  her  duties  as  a  holder  of  Federed 
office. 

This  provision  has  been  difficult  for 
the  Commission  to  apply  in  both  the 
enforcement  and  advisory  opinion 
processes.  Because  of  the  way  the  law 
is  drafted,  the  Commission  has  often 
been  called  upon  to  determine  whether 
a  disbursement  of  campaign  funds  is  a 
legitimate  campaign  expenditure,  a 
permissible  expense  connected  to  the 
duties  of  a  holder  of  Federal  office,  or 
a  conversion  to  personal  use.  In  making 
these  determinations,  the  Commission 
has  attempted  to  give  force  and  effect  to 
Congress’  desire  to  prohibit  the  use  of 
contributions  for  personal  benefit,  while 
at  the  same  time  leaving  candidates  and 
committees  discretion  to  conduct 
election  campaigns  in  whatever  way 
they  believe  is  appropriate. 

Tlie  Commission’s  efforts  have  also 
been  affected  by  the  “grandfather” 
provision  that  Congress  included  in 
section  113  when  it  passed  the  1979 
amendments.  This  provision  exempted 
any  person  who  was  a  “Senator  or 
Representative  in,  or  Delegate  or 
Resident  Commissioner  to.  the 
Congress”  on  January  8, 1980  from  the 
personal  use  prohibition.  Many  of  the 
Commission’s  enforcement  actions  and 
advisory  opinions  involved  persons 
who,  because  they  were  members  of 
Congress  on  January  8, 1980,  were 
eligible  to  convert  campaign  funds  to 
personal  use.  Thus,  the  question  of 
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whether  a  particular  dishiirsement  was 
a  legitimate  campaign  expenditure  or  a 
conversion  of  campaign  funds  to 
personal  use  may  not  have  been  fully 
explored  during  this  period. 

Congress  repealed  the  grandfather 
provision  when  it  passed  the  Ethics 
Reform  Act  of  1989,  Public  Law  101- 
194,  section  504, 103  Stat.  1716, 1755. 

The  Ethics  Reform  Act  limits 
conversions  to  personal  use  by 
grandfathered  members  and  former 
members  to  the  unobligated  balance  in 
their  campaign  accounts  on  November 
30, 1989.  It  also  prohibits  conversions 
by  anyone  serving  in  the  103rd  or  any 
later  Congress.  Thus,  any  grandfathered 
members  who  chose  to  return  to 
Congress  this  year  gave  up  the  right  to 
convert  funds  to  personal  use  by  being 
sworn  in  to  the  103rd  Congress  on 
January  5, 1993. 

Conseouently,  the  Commission 
expects  that,  ih  the  future,  most  of  the 
situations  it  will  address  will  involve 
persons  who  are  not  eligible  to  convert 
funds  to  personal  use.  Tliis  increases  the 
need  for  a  clear  distinction  between 
permissible  uses  of  campaign  funds  and 
impermissible  conversions  to  personal 
use.  In  an  effort  to  address  this  need,  the 
Commission  has  initiated  this 
rulemaking.  The  Commission  is  seeking 
comments  on  a  proposed  definition  of 
personal  use  to  m  inserted  in  part  113 
of  its  regulations. 

The  proposed  rule  would  include  a 
general  definition  of  personal  use  and 
several  enumerated  examples. 

Generally,  personal  use  would  be  any 
use  of  funds  in  a  campaign  accoimt  of 
a  present  or  former  candidate  to  fulfill 
a  commitment,  obligation  or  expense  of 
any  person  what  would  exist 
irrespective  of  the  candidate’s  campaign 
or  responsibilities  as  a  Federal 
officeholder.  This  approach  is  similar  to 
the  one  used  by  the  Conunission  in 
Advisory  Opinions  1980-138  and  1981- 
2,  in  which  the  Commission  said  that 
"expenses  which  would  exist  regardless 
of  an  individual’s  election  to  Federal 
office  are  not  ‘incidental’  and  may  not 
be  paid  from  campaign  funds.’’ 

Advisory  Opinion  1981-2. 

The  proposed  general  definition 
would  partially  modify  Advisory 
Opinion  1976-17,  in  which  the 
Commission  said  that  “any 
disbursements  made  and  reported  by 
the  campaign  as  expenditures  will  be 
deemed  to  be  for  the  purpose  of 
influencing  the  candidate’s  election.’* 
Disbursements  for  expenses  that  would 
exist  regardless  of  the  candidacy  would 
not  be  deemed  to  be  permissible 
expenditures.  It  would  also  clarify 
Advisory  Opinion  1980—49,  in  wffich 
the  Commission  indicated  that  section 


439a  allows  a  campaign  to  pay  the 
"personal  living  expenses’’  of  the 
candidate.  The  proposed  rule  would 
limit  the  payment  of  living  expenses  to 
those  additional  expenses  incurred 
because  of  the  candidacy. 

With  regard  to  payments  for  travel 
and  travel-related  food  and  lodging 
expenses,  the  general  definition  would 
be  consistent  with  portions  of  Advisory 
Opinions  1992-1, 1984-8, 1981-25  and 
1980-138  in  that  it  would  distinguish 
between  expenses  that  exist  because  of 
campaign  activity  and  those  which 
would  exist  in  the  absence  of  campaign 
activity.  The  payment  of  expenses  that 
are  "caused”  by  campaign  activity 
would  not  be  a  personal  use  of 
campaign  funds. 

The  proposed  rule  also  contains  a 
nonexhaustive  list  of  uses  of  funds  that 
would  be  regarded  as  conversions  to 
personal  use.  The  list  indicates  that  the 
use  of  campaign  funds  to  pay  mortgage, 
rent  or  utility  payments  on  property  not 
owned  or  leased  by  the  committee,  or 
loan  payments  on  a  vehicle  not  owned 
or  leased  by  the  committee,  would  he 
conversions  to  personal  use,  as  would 
payments  for  the  purchase  of  clothing  or 
household  food  items.  This  is  consistent 
with  language  in  Advisory  Opinion 
1985-42  that  would  have  prohibited  the 
use  of  campaign  funds  to  pay  rent  on  a 
candidate’s  apartment  had  that 
candidate  not  been  grandfathered.  It 
would  resolve  issues  raised  in  Advisory 
Opinions  1985-22, 1992-1  and  1992-4 
by  making  it  clear  that  the  use  of 
campaign  funds  for  food,  child  support, 
health  care,  utilities,  insurance,  and  for 
the  purchase  of  clothing  would  he 
conversions  to  personal  use,  as  would 
the  use  of  campaign  funds  for  tviition 
parents  on  a  child’s  education. 

The  list  also  indicates  that  using 
campaign  funds  to  pay  dues,  fees  or 
gratuities  to  a  coimtry  club,  tennis  club, 
health  and  fitness  club  or  other  social 
organization,  its  employees  or  persons 
who  work  on  its  premises,  would  be  a 
conversion  to  personal  use,  unless  the 
payments  are  part  of  the  costs  of  a 
fundraising  event  held  on  club 
premises.  Under  this  rule,  membership 
dues,  greens  fees,  coxut  fees  or  other 
payments  for  access  to  these  clubs 
would  be  personal  use,  as  would 
payments  to  caddies  or  professionals 
who  provide  services  at  the  club, 
regardless  of  whether  they  are  club 
employees  or  independent  contractors. 
However,  if  these  payments  are  part  of 
the  costs  of  a  fundraising  event,  they 
would  be  expenditures  rather  than 
conversions  to  personal  use. 

Also  included  in  the  list  of  personal 
uses  would  be  funeral,  cremation  or 
biuial  expenses.  The  Commission  is 


aware  that  campaign  funds  have  been 
used  for  these  expenses  by  the  estates  of 
grandfathered  members.  The 
Commission  believes  that,  imder  the 
current  state  of  the  law,  these  expenses 
should  be  covered  by  the  personal  use 
ban. 

Proposed  §  113.1(g)(l)(vi)  would 
resolve  one  of  the  issues  raised  in 
Advisory  Opinion  1992-1  by  defining 
the  payment  of  a  salary  to  the  candidate 
as  personal  use.  In  addition,  this  section 
would  modify  Advisory  Opinion  1987- 
1  by  defining  the  payment  of  a  salary  to 
a  candidate  as  personal  use  regardless  of 
whether  the  salary  is  compensation  for 
valuable  services  provided  to  the 
campaign.  This  proposal  is  consistent 
with  Advisory  Opinions  1985-30  and 
1983-27,  in  which  the  Commission  said 
that  a  candidate  would  violate  the 
personal  use  prohibition  by  receiving 
compensation  from  a  tax  exempt 
organization  to  which  he  or  she  had 
contributed  excess  campaign  funds  if 
the  organization  had  not  yet  expended 
all  of  ffiose  funds  for  purposes  unrelated 
to  the  candidate’s  personal  benefit. 

The  proposed  rme  would  also  clarify 
the  Commission’s  policy  regarding  the 
payment  of  a  salary  to  the  candidate’s 
spouse  or  other  family  member.  The 
proposed  rule  seeks  comment  on  two 
alternative  versions,  both  of  which 
would  define  salaries  paid  to  spouses  or 
family  members  as  personal  use  unless 
the  recipient  has  been  hired  to  provide 
services  to  the  campaign.  Both  versions 
are  consistent  with  the  result  reached  in 
Advisory  Opinion  1992—4.  However, 
they  would  impose  more  stringent 
conditions  on  salaries  paid  to  spouses  or 
family  members  than  were  set  out  in 
that  advisory  opinion. 

Alternative  A-1  would  define  the 
salary  as  personal  use  unless  the  spouse 
or  family  member  is  providing  services 
that  he  or  she  has  previously  provided 
in  a  professional  capacity  outside  of  the 
campaign.  This  provision  would  ensure 
that  the  spouse  or  family  member  is 
actually  providing  a  service  of  value  to 
the  campaign  by  requiring  them  to  have 
some  experience  providing  the  service 
in  an  unrelated  employment  situation. 

Alternative  A-2  is  more  general.  It 
would  define  the  salary  as  personal  use 
unless  the  spouse  or  family  member  has 
been  hired  to  provide  bona  fide  services 
at  fair  market  value.  Under  this 
provision,  so  long  as  the  spouse  or 
family  member  provides  a  service  to  the 
committee,  the  salary  payments  would 
not  be  a  conversion  to  personal  use.  No 
prior  professional  experience  in 
providing  that  service  would  he 
retired. 

The  proposed  rule  also  contains 
alternative  proposals  on  payments  for 
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the  iise  of  the  candidate’s  property.  In 
the  past,  the  Commission  has  allowed  a 
campaign  to  rent  a  portion  of  the 
candidate’s  home  or  office  for  use  in  the 
campaign  and  pay  for  that  use  with 
campaign  funds.  See  Advisory  Opinions 
1993-1, 1988-13  and  1985-42.  The 
Commission  has  said  that  “the  issue  of 
personal  use  would  not  appear  to  arise’’ 
where  the  candidate  ’‘charge[s]  rent  to 
the  committee  at  the  comparable 
commercial  rate  and  *  *  *  charge(sj  rent 
only  for  the  period  while  the  facility  is 
being  used  for  campaign  purposes.’’ 
Advisory  Opinion  1993-1,  n.l. 

Alternative  B-1  of  the  proposed  rule 
would  reverse  this  policy.  Under 
alternative  B-1,  any  payment  of 
campaign  funds  for  the  use  of  the 
candidate’s  residence,  office  or  other 
property  would  be  a  personal  use.  This 
version  takes  the  view  that  transactions 
between  a  candidate  and  his  or  her 
campaign  committee  are 
indistinguishable  from  more  typical 
conversions  of  campaign  funds  to 
personal  use.  It  would  force  campaign 
committees  to  rent  space  from 
disinterested  third  parties  in  arms* 
length  transactions.  See  Advisory 
Opinion  1993-1  (concvurring  statement 
of  Vice  Chairman  Potter). 

Alternative  B-2  would  continue  the 
Commission’s  current  policy  of  allowing 
the  use  of  campaign  funds  to  pay  rent 
on  property  owned  by  the  candidate,  so 
long  as  they  are  bona  fide  pa3nnents  at 
fair  market  value.  Under  this  rule,  such 
transactions  would  not  be  conversions 
to  personal  use  so  long  as  they  are 
consistent  with  normal  business 
practices. 

In  addition  to  comments  on  these 
provisions,  the  Commission  is 
interested  in  receiving  comments  on 
how  it  might  address  certain  situations 
that  might  involve  uses  of  campaign 
funds  in  violation  of  the  personal  use 
prohibition.  In  these  situations, 
campaign  funds  are  used  to  finance  an 
activity  that  benefits  participants  in 
their  private  capacity,  usually  in  the 
form  of  entertainment,  but  may  not 
benefit  the  candidate’s  campaign  in  any 
apparent  way.  Nevertheless,  the 
candidates  and  committees  involved 
treat  these  uses  as  campaign 
expenditures,  often  because  the  persons 
who  participate  allegedly  discuss 
campaign  business. 

One  example  would  be  the  use  of 
campaign  funds  to  pay  for  admission  to 
a  sporting  event,  concert,  theater  or 
similar  activity.  Another  example  would 
be  the  use  of  campaign  funds  for  meals 
that  have  no  apparent  relationship  to 
the  campaign,  perhaps  because  they 
take  place  overseas  or  because  the 


participants  are  not  associated  with  the 
campeiign. 

A  third  example  involves  members  of 
Congress  who  make  trips  for  speaking 
engagements  or  fact  finding  that  are 
legitimately  part  of  their  official  duties, 
but  then  use  campaign  funds  to  extend 
their  stay  beyond  their  obligation.  'This 
may  effectively  transform  a  portion  of 
the  trip  into  a  vacation,  particularly 
when  the  trip  is  to  a  resort  or  tourist 
area  or  to  a  location  overseas. 

When  these  activities  actually  involve 
a  discvission  of  campaign  business  or  are 
part  of  a  larger  campaign  fundraising 
event,  the  costs  of  the  activities  are 
clearly  campaign-related  and  payment 
of  those  costs  from  campaign  funds 
raises  no  personal  use  issues.  However, 
when  the  primary  effect  of  these 
activities  is  not  the  advancement  of  the 
campaign  but  the  entertainment  of  the 
people  who  attend,  payment  of  the  costs 
of  these  activities  ^m  campaign  funds 
does  raise  personal  use  issues.  'The 
Commission  is  interested  in  receiving 
comments  on  whether  it  should  add]^ 
these  issues,  and  if  so,  how  it  might 
distingmsh  between  activities  that  are 
truly  campaign-related  and  can  be  paid 
for  with  campaign  funds,  and  activities 
that  are  not  campaign-related  and  thus 
would  involve  conversions  to  personal 
use. 

The  Commission  is  also  interested  in 
receiving  comments  on  another 
situation  that  may  raise  personal  use 
issues.  In  the  past,  campaign  funds  have 
been  used  by  candidates  and  members 
to  pay  the  costs  of  legal  representation. 
Some  of  this  representation  may  have 
been  unrelated  to  any  election 
campaign.  In  its  advisory  opinions  the 
Commission  has  concluded  that  the 
costs  of  legal  services  not  involving 
compliance  or  audit  matters  under  the 
FECA  are  not  expenditures  imder  the 
Act,  since  they  have  no  election- 
influencing  purpose.  Advisory  Opinions 
1983-21  1981-16, 1975-27.  This  raises 
the  question  of  whether  the  use  of 
campaign  funds  for  such  representation 
would  be  a  conversion  to  personal  use. 

In  a  similar  situation,  a  member  of 
Congress  uses  campaign  funds  to  make 
a  contribution  to  the  legal  defense  fund 
of  a  candidate  or  another  member. 
Although  the  Act  allows  contributions 
fi'om  one  candidate  or  member  to 
another,  section  439a  prohibits 
conversions  of  campaign  funds  to 
personal  use  by  any  person.  'The 
prohibition  is  not  limited  to  personal 
uses  by  the  person  to  whom  the  funds 
were  contributed.  Thiis,  contributions 
fiom  one  member  to  the  legal  defense 
fund  of  another  member  would  also 
appear  to  raise  personal  use  issues.  ’The 
Commission  invites  comments  on 


whether  this  would  be  a  conversion  to 
personal  use,  and  on  how  the 
Commission  might  address  it  in  the 
regulations. 

Proposed  §  113.1(g)(2)  would  indicate 
that  occasional  uses  of  campaign 
committee  vehicles  or  office  equipment 
will  not  be  considered  personal  use  so 
long  as  the  campaign  committee  is 
reimbursed  at  the  usual  and  normal 
rental  charge  as  defined  in  11 CFR 
100.7(a)(l)(iii)(B).  This  rule  would  be 
consistent  with  two  advisory  opinions 
in  which  the  Commission  allowed 
candidates  to  use  vehicles  purchased  by 
their  campaign  committees  for 
occasional  non-campaign  uses,  so  long 
as  they  reimbursed  ffie  committee  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  expenses 
incurred.  Advisory  Opinions  1992-12 
and  1984-59. 

Proposed  §  113.1(g)(3)  relates  to 
transfers  between  a  camptugn  committee 
and  a  candidate.  Generally,  transfers  of 
campaign  committee  assets  to  the 
candidate  for  adequate  consideration 
would  not  be  conversions  to  personal 
use  under  the  proposed  rule.  Transfers 
for  less  than  adequate  consideration 
would  be  conversions  to  personal  use. 

Proposed  §  113.1(g)(3)  also  contains 
provisions  that  would  ensure  that  the 
cost  of  the  asset  being  transferred  is 
properly  allocated  between  the 
committee  and  the  candidate.  Many 
assets  such  as  vehicles  and  office 
equipment  depreciate  dramatically 
immediately  after  they  are  purchased.  If 
a  campaign  committee  purchases  an 
asset,  uses  it  during  a  campaign  season, 
and  then  sells  it  to  the  candidate  at  its 
depreciated  fair  market  value,  the 
candidate  receives  the  asset  at  a 
substantially  reduced  cost  but  with 
significant  time  remaining  in  its  useful 
life.  Thus,  the  cost  of  the  depreciation 
falls  disproportionately  upon  the 
campaign  committee.  This  would 
effectively  be  a  conversion  of  campaign 
funds  to  personal  use. 

Proposed  §  113.1(g)(3)  addresses  this 
situation.  Any  depreciation  in  the  value 
of  the  asset  that  occurs  before  the  asset 
is  transferred,  and  any  amoimt  spent 
that  enhances  the  asset’s  value  but  is  not 
reflected  in  its  fair  market  value,  must 
be  allocated  between  the  committee  and 
candidate.  This  allocation  must  be 
based  on  the  useful  life  of  the  asset, 
with  the  conupittee  absorbing  only 
those  portions  of  the  depreciation  and 
enhancement  costs  that  are  attributable 
to  the  time  period  during  which  it  uses 
the  asset.  ’The  consideration  paid  by  the 
candidate  must  include  the  edlocated 
depreciation  and  enhancement  costs 
that  are  not  attributable  to  the 
committee’s  period  of  ownership. 
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This  approach  is  consistent  with 
Advisory  Opinion  1992-12,  in  which 
the  Commission  required  a 
Congressman  who  was  assuming  a  lease 
of  a  van  from  his  campaign  committee 
to  “accept  a  pro  rata  share  of  the 
financial  obligations  and  charges 
attending  the  lease  *  *  The 
Commission  also  noted  that  “the  lease 
may  provide  for  a  discount  on  the 
purchase  price  of  the  van  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  agreement.  In  that 
event,  a  portion  of  &e  discount  may 
belong  to  the  committee.”  Advisory 
Omnion  1992-12,  n.3. 

The  proposed  rule  also  indicates,  at 
paragraph  (g)(4).  that  payments  of 
expenses  that  would  be  conversions  to 
personal  use  if  made  by  the  candidate 
or  the  candidate’s  committee  will 
generally  be  considered  contributions  to 
the  candidate  if  made  by  a  third  party. 
Consequently,  the  amount  donated  or 
expended  will  coimt  towards  the 
individual’s  contribution  limits. 
However,  no  contribution  would  result 
if  the  payment  would  have  been  made 
irrespective  of  the  candidacy  or  if  the 
funds  used  were  the  candidate’s  or  the 
candidate’s  spouse’s  personal  funds  as 
defined  by  11  CFR  110.10(b).  This  rule 
would  follow  portions  of  Advisory 
Opinions  1982-64, 1978-40, 1976-70 
and  the  Commission’s  response  to 
Advisory  Opinion  Request  1976-84. 

The  Commission  is  also  proposing  an 
amendment  to  the  list  of  permissible 
uses  of  excess  campaign  ^ds 
contained  in  11  CFR  113.2.  Tbe 
amendment  would  specifically  indicate 
that  certain  travel  costs  and  certain 
office  operating  expenditures  would  be 
considered  ordinary  and  necessary 
expenses  incrirred  in  connection  with 
the  duties  of  a  Federal  officeholder.  The 
costs  of  travel  for  a  Federal  officeholder 
and  an  accompanying  spouse  who  are 
attending  and  participating  in  a  function 
that  is  directly  connected  to  bona  fide 
official  responsibilities  would  be 
included,  as  would  the  costs  of  winding 
down  the  office  of  a  former  Federal 
officeholder  for  sixty  days  after  he  or 
she  leaves  office.  Consequently,  the  use 
of  excess  campaign  funds  to  pay  for 
those  expenses  would  be  permissible 
under  the  proposed  rule. 

This  notice  also  contains  a  proposed 
conforming  amendment  to  the 
definition  of  expenditure  contained  in 
the  regulations.  Section  1^.8(b)(22) 
would  be  amended  to  indicate  that 
payments  by  a  candidate  or  a 
candidate’s  spouse  from  his  or  her 
personal  funds  for  routine  living 
expenses  which  would  have  occurred 
without  the  candidacy  are  not 
expenditures.  This  amendment  clarifies 
that  payments  of  the  candidate’s 


personal  living  expenses  by  the 
candidate’s  spouse  will  not  be 
considered  contributions  to  the 
candidate  so  long  as  those  payments 
come  firom  the  candidate’s  or  the 
spouse’s  personal  funds. 

The  Commission  notes  that  Internal 
Revenue  Service  regulations  under  26 
U.S.C.  527  contain  a  definition  of 
personal  use  by  political  organizations. 
26  CFR  1.527-5(a)(l).  However,  the  IRS 
definition  is  not  controlling  in  this 
situation,  and  is  not  necessarily 
coextensive  with  the  proposed  rule. 
House  and  Senate  rules  also  apply  in 
this  area  with  respect  to  members  of 
Congress.  The  proposed  regulations 
contained  in  this  notice  should  be  read 
in  conjunction  with  those  rules. 

The  Commission  welcomes  comments 
on  the  proposed  rules,  and  on  any  other 
issues  raised  by  this  rulemaking.  In 
particular,  the  Commission  urges 
commenters  to  express  their  views  on 
the  alternatives  contained  in  the 
proposed  rule,  and  indicate  which 
versions  would  be  preferable. 

Certification  of  No  Effect  Pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C  605(b)  (Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act) 

I  certify  that  the  attached  proposed 
rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  The  basis  of 
this  certification  is  that  the  proposed 
rule  is  directed  at  individuals  rather 
than  small  entities  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
Therefore,  no  small  entities  will  be 
significantly  impacted. 

List  of  Subjects 
11  CFR  Part  100 

Elections 
11  CFR  Part  113 

Campaign  funds,  Elections,  Political 
candidates. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
subchapter  A,  chapter  I  of  title  11  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as  follows; 

PART  100— SCOPE  AND  DEFINITIONS 
(2  U.S.C.  431) 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  100 
would  continue  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  2  U.S.C.  431, 438(a)(8). 

2.  Section  100.8  would  be  amended 
by  revising  paragraph  (b)(22)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 00.8  Expenditure  (2  U.S.C.  431  (9)). 
***** 

(b)*  *  * 

(22)  Payments  by  a  candidate  or 
candidate's  spouse  from  his  or  her 


personal  funds,  as  defined  at  11  CFR 
110.10(b),  for  the  candidate’s  routine 
living  expenses  which  would  have  been 
incurred  without  candidacy,  including 
the  cost  of  food  and  residence,  are  not 
expenditures. 

*  *  *  *  * 

PART  113— EXCESS  CAMPAIGN 
FUNDS  AND  FUNDS  DONATED  TO 
SUPPORT  FEDERAL  OFFICEHOLDER 
ACTIVITIES  (2  U.S.C.  439a) 

3.  The  authority  citation  for  part  113 
would  continue  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  2  U.S.C.  432(h),  438(a)(8),  439a, 
441a. 

4.  Section  113.1  would  be  amended 
by  adding  paragraph  (g),  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  1 13.1  Definitions  (2  U.S.C.  439a). 
***** 

(g)  Personal  use.  Personal  use  means 
any  use  of  funds  in  a  campaign  account 
of  a  present  or  former  candidate  to 
fulfill  a  commitment,  obligation  or 
expense  of  any  person  that  would  exist 
irrespective  of  the  candidate’s  campaign 
or  responsibilities  as  a  Federal 
officeholder. 

(1)  Personal  use  includes  but  is  not 
limited  to  the  use  of  funds  in  a 
campaign  .account  for: 

(i)  Mortgage,  rent,  or  utility  payments 
on  property  not  owned  or  leased  by  the 
committee; 

(ii)  Loan  or  lease  payments  on  a 
vehicle  not  owned  or  leased  by  the 
committee: 

(iii)  The  purchase  of  clothing  or 
household  food  items; 

(iv)  Tuition  payments  for  a  child’s 
education; 

(v)  Dues,  fees  or  gratuities  paid  to  a 
country  club,  tennis  club,  health  and 
fitness  club,  or  other  social  organization, 
to  its  employees,  or  to  persons  w'orking 
on  its  premises,  unless  the  payment  is 
part  of  the  costs  of  a  fundraising  event 
held  on  club  premises; 

(vi)  Funeral,  cremation  or  burial 
expenses: 

(vii)  The  payment  of  a  salary  to  the 
candidate; 

Alternative  A-1 

(viii)  The  payment  of  a  salary  to  a 
candidate’s  spouse  or  family  member, 
rmless  the  spouse  or  family  member  was 
hired  to  provide  services  to  the 
committee  that  he  or  she  has  previously 
performed  in  a  professional  capacity 
outside  of  the  campaign;  emd 

Alternative  A-2 

(viii)  The  payment  of  a  salary  to  a 
candidate’s  spouse  or  family  member, 
unless  the  spouse  or  family  member  was 
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hired  to  provide  bona  fide  services  to 
the  committee  at  £air  maiicet  value;  and 

Alternative  B-1 

(ix)  Payments  for  the  use  of  a 
residence,  office  or  other  property 
owned  or  leased  by  the  candidate; 

Alternative  B-2 

(ix)  Payments  for  the  use  of  a 
residence,  office  or  other  property 
owned  or  leased  by  the  candidate, 
except  for  bona  fide  payments  at  fair 
market  value. 

(2)  Occasional  use  of  campaign 
committee  vehicles  or  office  equipment 
for  purposes  unrelated  to  the  campaign 
is  not  personal  use  so  long  as  the 
campaign  committee  is  reimbursed  by 
the  user  within  thirty  days  at  the  usual 
and  normal  rental  charge  as  defined  in 
11  CFR  100.7(a)(l)(iu)(B). 

(3)  Transfers  of  campaign  committee 
assets  for  adequate  consideration  are  not 
conversions  to  personal  use.  However, 
any  depreciation  in  the  value  of  the 
asset  that  takes  place  before  the  transfer, 
and  any  amount  spent  that  enhances  the 
asset’s  value  but  is  not  fully  reflected  in 
its  fair  market  value,  must  be  allocated 
between  the  committee  and  the 
transferee  based  on  the  useful  life  of  the 
asset,  with  the  committee  bearing  only 
those  portions  of  the  depreciation  and 
enhancement  costs  that  are  attributable 
to  the  time  period  during  which  it  uses 
the  asset.  In  order  to  be  adequate,  the 
consideration  given  for  the  asset  must 
include  the  fair  market  value  of  the  asset 
plus  the  allocated  depreciation  and 
enhancement  costs  that  are  not 
attributable  to  the  committee’s  period  of 
use. 

(4)  Notwithstanding  that  payment  of  a 
particular  expense  would  be  a  personal 
use  if  made  ^m  a  campaign  accoimt, 
payment  of  that  expense  by  any  person 
other  than  the  candidate,  the 
candidate’s  spouse  or  the  candidate’s 
committee  shall  be  considered  a 
contribution  to  the  candidate  xmless  the 
payment  would  have  been  made 
irrespective  of  the  candidacy  or  the 
funds  used  are  the  cemdidate’s  or  the 
candidate’s  spouse’s  personal  funds  as 
defined  in  11  CFR  110.10(b). 

5.  Section  113.2  would  be  amended 
by  revising  paragraph  (a),  and  the 
introductory  text  is  republished  to  read 
as  follows: 

§113.2  Use  of  funds  (2  U.S.C.  439a). 

Excess  camptaign  funds  and  funds 
donated; 

(a)  May  be  used  to  defray  any 
ordinary  and  necessary  expenses 
incurred  in  coimection  with  the 
recipient’s  duties  as  a  holder  of  Federal 
office,  if  applicable,  including: 


(1)  The  costs  of  travel  by  the  recipient 
Federal  officeholder  and  an 
accompanying  spouse  to  participate  in  a 
function  diirectly  connected  to  bona  fide 
official  responsibilities,  such  as  a  fact¬ 
finding  meeting  or  an  event  at  which  the 
officeholder’s  services  are  provided 
through  a  speech  or  appearance  in  an 
official  capacity;  and 

(2)  The  costs  of  winding  down  the 
office  of  a  former  Federal  officeholder 
for  a  period  not  to  exceed  60  days  after 
he  or  she  leaves  office;  or 
***** 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Scott  E.  Thomas, 

Chairman,  Federal  Election  Commission. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20952  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Part  906 

Colorado  Permanent  Regulatory 
Program 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  Reopening  and 
extension  of  public  comment  period  on 
proposed  amendment. 

SUMMARY:  OSM  is  announcing  receipt  of 
additional  explanatory  information  and 
revisions  pertaining  to  a  previously 
proposed  amendment  to  the  Colorado 
permanent  regulatory  program 
(hereinafter,  the  “Colorado  program’’) 
under  the  Surface  Mining  Control  and 
Reclamation  Act  of  1977  (SMCRA).  The 
additional  explanatory  information  and 
revisions  for  Colorado’s  proposed  rules 
and  regulations  pertain  to  backfilling 
and  grading  for  elimination  of  highwalls 
and  limited  variances  fi:om  approximate 
original  contour  requirements.  The 
amendment  is  intended  to  revise  the 
Colorado  program  to  improve 
operational  efficiency.  This  document 
sets  forth  the  times  and  locations  that 
the  Colorado  program  and  proposed 
amendment  to  that  program  are 
available  for  public  inspection  and  the 
reopened  comment  period  during  which 
interested  persons  may  submit  written 
comments  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  by  4  p.m.,  m.d.t  September  14, 
1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  to  Robert 
H.  Hagen  at  the  address  listed  below. 


Copies  of  the  Colorado  program,  the 
proposed  amendment,  and  all  written 
comments  received  in  response  to  this 
notice  will  be  available  for  public 
review  at  the  addresses  listed  below 
during  normal  business  hoxirs,  Monday 
throu^  Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

Each  requester  may  receive  one  free 
copy  of  the  proposed  amendment  by 
contacting  OSM’s  Albuquerque  Field 
Office. 

Robert  H.  Hagen,  Director.  Albuquerque 
Field  Office,  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  505 
Marquette  Avenue  NW..  suite  1200. 
Albuquerque.  New  Mexico  87102, 
Telephone:  (505)  766-1486. 

Colorado  Division  of  Minerals  and 
Geology,  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  215  Centennial  Building, 
1313  Sherman  Street,  Denver, 

Colorado  80203,  Telephone:  (303) 
866-3567. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  H.  Hagen,  Telephone:  (505)  766- 
1486. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

i.  Backgroimd  on  the  Colorado  Prt^ram 
n.  Submission  of  Proposed  Amenc^ent 
ni.  Public  Comment  Procedures 
IV.  Procedural  Determinations 

I.  Background  on  the  Colorado  Program 

On  December  15, 1980,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  conditionally  approved 
the  Colorado  program.  Gener^ 
backgroxmd  information  on  the  • 
Colorado  program,  including  the 
Secretary’s  findings,  the  disposition  of 
comments,  and  the  conditions  of 
approval  of  the  Colorado  program,  can 
be  found  in  the  December  15, 1980, 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  82173). 
Subsequent  actions  concerning 
Colorado’s  program  and  program 
amendments  can  be  fotmd  at  30  CFR 
906.15,  906.16,  and  906.30. 

n.  Submission  of  Proposed  Amendment 

By  letter  dated  March  19, 1993, 
Colorado  submitted  a  proposed 
amendment  to  its  program  pursuant  to 
SMCRA  (administrative  record  No.  CO- 
536).  Colorado  submitted  the  proposed 
amendment  at  its  own  initiative. 
Colorado  proposed  revisions  to  2  Code 
of  Colorado  Regulations  407-2,  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Colorado  Mined 
Land  Reclamation  Board  (Boarf),  at  (1) 
Rule  4.14.1(2),  pterformemce  standards 
for  imderground  mining  operations  and 
remining  operations:  (2)  Rule  4.14.2, 
modifications  by  the  Division  of 
Minerals  and  Geology  (Division)  to  the 
general  backfilling  and  grading 
requirements  for  steep  slope, 
undergroimd,  and  remining  operations; 
and  (3)  Rule  4.27.4,  variances  from 
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approximate  original  contour 
requirements. 

Colorado  proposed  to  revise  Rule 
4.14.1  (2)(a)  to  (1)  reference  proposed 
and  existing  rules  containing 
exemptions  from  the  reqiiirement  that 
all  distiirbed  areas  be  backfilled  and 
graded  to  their  approximate  original 
contour  and  (2)  exempt  undergroimd 
and  remining  operations  from  the 
requirement  for  complete  highwall 
ehmination  if  they  meet  the  criteria 
proposed  at  Rules  4.14.1(2]  (f)  and  (g). 

Colorado  proposed  new  Rules 
4.14.1(2)  (f)  and  (g)  setting  forth 
performance  standards  by  which 
imdergroimd  mining  operations  or 
remining  operations  would  be  permitted 
if  exempted  from  the  requirement  for 
complete  elimination  of  face-up  areas 
and  highwalls.  Both  undergroimd 
mining  operations  with  an  existing 
highwall  that  was  in  place  prior  to 
August  3, 1977,  and  remining 
operations  initiated  after  August  3. 

1977,  on  sites  with  a  preexisting 
highwall  that  were  mined  and 
abandoned  prior  to  August  3, 1977, 
would  be  exempted  if  the  volume  of  all 
reasonably  available  spoil  is  insuffrcient 
to  completely  backfill  the  highwall  and 
face-up  area  so  as  to  achieve  a  minimum 
static  safety  factor  of  1.3. 

Colorado  proposed  to  revise  Rule 
4.14.2(1)  to  specify  that  the 
requirements  of  Rule  4.14.2,  which 
addresses  general  grading  requirements, 
may  be  modified  by  the  Division  for  (1) 
steep-slope  mining  pursuant  to  Rule 
4.27,  (2)  underground  operations 
pursuant  to  Rules  4.14.1(2)  (e)  and  (f), 
and  (3)  remining  operations  pursuant  to 
Rule  4.14.1(2)(g).  Colorado  proposed  to 
revise  Rule  4.14.2(l)(b)  to  exempt  an 
operation  from  complete  elimination  of 
a  highwall  if  retention  of  a  highwall 
remnant  is  approved  by  the  Division 
pursuant  to  proposed  Rules  4.14.1(2)  (f) 
and  (g). 

Colorado  proposed  to  revise  Rule 
4.27.4  to  indicate  that  persons  may  be 
granted  variances  from  the  approximate 
original  contour  requirements  of  Rule 
4.27.3(3)  for  steep-slope  coal  mining 
and  reclamation  operations.  Colorado 
also  proposed  to  revise  Rule  4.27.4(a)  to 
exempt  an  operation  from  complete 
backfilling  and  grading  of  a  hi^wall  if 
retention  of  a  highwall  remnant  is 
approved  by  the  Division  pursuant  to 
proposed  Rules  4.14.1(2)(fi  or 
4.14.1(2)(g). 

OSM  published  a  notice  in  the  April 
14, 1993,  Federal  Register  (58  FR 
19367)  announcing  receipt  of  the 
amendment  and  inviting  public 
comment  on  its  adequacy 
(administrative  record  No.  CC)-541). 
The  public  comment  period  was 


scheduled  to  end  May  14, 1993. 

However,  in  response  to  a  request  for  an 
extension  of  the  public  comment  period, 
OSM  published  a  notice  in  the  May  12, 
1993,  Federal  Register  (58  FR  27967) 
extending  the  public  comment  period 
until  May  29, 1993  (administrative 
record  No.  CO-545). 

During  its  review  of  the  amendment, 
OSM  identified  concerns  with 
Colorado’s  Rules  at  4.14.1(2)  (f)  and  (g) 
regarding  the  need  for  a  written 
demonstration  that  all  reasonably 
available  spoil  is  insufficient  to 
completely  backfill  the  highwall; 
4.14.1(2)  (f)  and  (g)  regarding  the  need 
to  define  the  term  “reasonably  available 
spoil;’’  4.14.1(2)(f)(i)  regarding  the  need 
to  require  that  all  reasonably  available 
spoil  in  the  permit  area  be  used  to 
backfill  a  highwall;  4.14.1(2)  (f)(iii)  and 
(g)(iii)  regarding  the  need  to 
demonstrate  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
regulatory  authority  that  the  highwall 
remnant  is  stable;  and  4.14.1(2)(f)(l) 
concerning  the  need  to  require  that  all 
reasonably  available  spoil  within  the 
permit  area  be  used  to  eliminate  the 
highwall.  OSM  notified  Colorado  of 
these  concerns  by  letter  dated  July  8, 
1993  (administrative  record  No.  CO- 
553). 

Colorado  responded  in  a  letter  dated 
August  4, 1993,  by  submitting 
additioned  explanatory  information  and 
a  revised  amendment  (administrative 
record  No.  CO-559).  Specifically, 
Colorado  proposes  additional  revisions 
to  (1)  Rule  1.04(103a)  to  include  a 
definition  of  the  term  “reasonably 
available  spoil;’’  (2)  Rule  4.14.1(2)(f), 
amending  the  previously  submitted 
language  to  require  a  demonstration  by 
the  applicant  in  writing  that  an  existing 
highwall  was  in  place  prior  to  August  3, 
1977,  and  that  the  volume  of  all 
reasonably  available  spoil  is  insufficient 
to  completely  backfill  the  highwall  and 
face-up  area  so  as  to  achieve  a  safety 
factor  of  1.3;  (3)  Rule  4.14.1(2)(fi(i), 
amending  the  previously  submitted 
language  to  require  that  all  reasonably 
available  spoil  in  the  permit  area  be 
used  to  backfill  a  highwall;  (4)  Rule 
4.14.1(2)  (f)(iii)  and  (g)(iii),  amending 
the  previously  submitted  language  to 
require  that  the  operator  demonstrate  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Division  that  the 
highwall  remnant  is  stable;  and  (5)  Rule 
4.14.1(2)(g),  amending  the  previously 
submitted  language  to  allow  for 
incomplete  highwall  elimination  for 
remining  operations  that  contain  a 
preexisting  highwall  in  those  instances 
where  the  operator  demonstrates  in 
writing  to  the  Division  that  the  volume 
of  all  reasonably  available  spoil  is 
insufficient  to  completely  backfill  the 
reaffected  or  enlarged  highwall  so  as  to 


achieve  a  safety  factor  of  1.3.  Other  than 
these  new  revisions,  Colorado  retains 
the  original  provisions  of  the  March  19, 
1993,  amendment. 

III.  Public  Comment  Procedures 

OSM  is  reopening  the  comment 
period  on  the  proposed  Colorado 
program  amendment  to  provide  the 
public  an  opportunity  to  reconsider  the 
adequacy  of  the  proposed  amendment 
in  light  of  the  additional  materials 
submitted.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  30  CFR  732.17(h),  OSM  is 
seeking  comments  on  whether  the 
proposed  amendment  satisfies  the 
applicable  program  approval  criteria  of 
30  CFR  732.15.  If  the  amendment  is 
deemed  adequate,  it  will  become  part  of 
the  Colorado  program. 

Written  comments  should  be  specific, 
pertain  only  to  the  issues  proposed  in 
this  rulemaking,  and  include 
explanations  in  support  of  the 
commenter’s  recommendations. 
Comments  received  after  the  time 
indicated  under  “DATES”  or  at 
locations  other  than  the  Albuquerque 
Field  Office  will  not  necessarily  be 
considered  in  the  final  rulemaking  or 
included  in  the  administrative  record. 

IV.  Procedural  Determinations 

1.  Executive  Order  12291 

On  July  12, 1984,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  granted 
OSM  an  exemptioa  from  sections  3,  4, 

7,  and  8  of  Executive  Order  12291 
(Reduction  of  Regulatory  Burden)  for 
actions  related  to  approval  or 
conditional  approval  of  State  regulatory 
programs,  actions,  and  program 
amendments.  Therefore,  preparation  of 
a  regulatory  impact  analysis  is  not 
necessary  and  0MB  regulatory  review  is 
not  required. 

2.  Executive  Order  12778 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
conducted  the  reviews  required  by 
section  2  of  Executive  Order  12778 
(Civil  Justice  Reform)  and  has 
determined  that  this  rule  meets  the 
applicable  standards  of  subsections  (a) 
and  (b)  of  that  section.  However,  these 
standards  are  not  applicable  to  the 
actual  language  of  State  regulatory 
programs  and  program  amendments 
since  each  such  program  is  drafted  and 
promulgated  by  a  specific  State,  not  by 
OSM.  Under  sections  503  and  505  of 
SMCRA  (30  U.S.C.  1253  and  12550)  and 
the  Federal  regulations  at  30  CFR 
730.11,  732.15,  and  732.17(h)(l0), 
decisions  on  proposed  State  regulatory 
programs  and  program  amendments 
submitted  by  the  States  must  be  based 
solely  on  a  determination  of  whether  the 
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submittal  is  consistent  with  SMCRA  and 
its  implementing  Federal  regulations 
and  whether  the  other  requirements  of 
30  CFR  parts  730,  731,  and  732  have 
been  met. 

3.  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

No  environmental  impact  statement  is 
required  for  this  rule  since  section 
702(d)  of  SMCRA  (30  U.S.C.  1292(d)) 
provides  that  agency  decisions  on 
proposed  State  regulatory  program 
provisions  do  not  constitute  major 
Federal  actions  within  the  meaning  of 
section  102(2)(C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)). 

4.  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  contain 
information  collection  requirements  that 
require  approval  by  OMB  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 

3507  et  seq.). 

5.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.).  The  State  submittal 
which  is  the  subject  of  this  rule  is  based 
upon  counterpart  Federal  regulations  for 
which  an  economic  analysis  was 
prepared  and  certification  made  that 
such  regulations  would  not  have  a 
significant  economic  effect  upon  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Accordingly,  this  rule  will  ensure  that 
existing  requirements  previously 
promulgated  by  OSM  will  be 
implemented  by  the  State.  In  making  the 
determination  as  to  whether  this  rule 
would  have  a  significant  economic 
impact,  the  Department  relied  upon  the 
data  and  assumptions  for  the 
coimterpart  Federal  regulations. 

List  of  Subjects  in  30  CFR  Part  906 

Intergovernmental  relations.  Surface 
mining.  Underground  mining. 

Dated;  August  23, 1993. 

Raymond  L.  Lowrie, 

Assistant  Director,  Western  Support  Center. 
[FR  Doc.  93-20957  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4310-05-111 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[OAQPSCA-1 3-1 1-5770;  FRL-4699-41 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision;  South 
Coast  Air  Quality  Management  District 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  proposing  a  limited 
approval  and  limited  disapproval  of 
revisions  to  the  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  adopted  by 
the  South  Coast  Air  Quality 
Management  District  (SCAQMD)  on 
August  2, 1991  and  on  March  6, 1992. 
The  California  Air  Resources  Board 
(CARB)  submitted  these  revisions  to 
EPA  on  May  13, 1993  and  on  September 
14, 1992.  The  revisions  concern  the 
following  SCAQMD  rules:  Rule  1107, 
Coating  of  Metal  Parts  and  Products; 

Rule  1106,  Marine  Coating  Operations; 
and  Rule  1126,  Magnet  Wire  Coating 
Operations.  The  intended  effect  of 
proposing  limited  approval  and  limited 
disapproval  of  these  rules  is  to  regulate 
emissions  of  VOCs  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended  in  1990  (CAA  or  the  Act). 
EPA’s  final  action  on  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  (NPR)  will 
incorporate  these  rules  into  the  federally 
approved  SIP.  EPA  has  evaluated  the 
revisions  to  Rules  1107, 1106,  and  1126 
and  is  proposing  a  limited  approval 
under  provisions  of  the  CAA  regarding 
EPA  actions  on  SIP  submittals  and 
general  rulemaking  authority  because 
these  revisions  strengthen  the  SIP.  At 
the  same  time,  EPA  is  proposing  a 
limited  disapproval  under  the  CAA 
provisions  cited  above  because  the  rules 
do  not  meet  the  CAA  provisions 
regarding  plan  submissions  and 
requirements  for  nonattainment  areas. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  September  29, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  mailed 
to:  Daniel  Meer,  Rulemaking  Section  II 
(A-5-3),  Air  and  Toxics  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IX,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105. 

Copies  of  the  rule  revisions  and  EPA’s 
evaluation  report  of  each  rule  eire 
available  for  public  inspection  at  EPA’s 
Region  9  office  during  normal  business 
hours.  Copies  of  the  submitted  rule 
revisions  are  also  available  for 
inspection  at  the  following  locations: 
California  Air  Resources  Board, 

Stationary  Source  Division,  Rule 


Evaluation  Section,  2020  L  Street, 

Sacramento,  CA  95814. 

South  Coast  Air  Quality  Management 

District,  21865  East  Copley  Drive, 

Diamond  Bar,  CA  91765-4182. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Chris  Stamos,  Rulemaking  Section  n 
(A-5-3),  Air  and  Toxics  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IX,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105.  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1187. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  March  3, 1978,  EPA  promulgated 
a  list  of  ozone  nonattainment  areas 
under  the  provisions  of  the  1977  Clean 
Air  Act  (1977  CAA  or  pre-amended 
Act),  that  included  the  Los  Angeles 
South  Coast  Air  Basin,  43  FR  8964;  40 
CFR  81.305.  Because  the  Los  Angeles 
South  Coast  Air  Basin  was  imable  to 
reach  attainment  by  the  statutory 
attainment  date  of  December  31, 1982, 
California  requested  under  pre-amended 
section  172(a)(2),  and  EPA  approved,  an 
extension  of  ^e  attainment  date  to 
December  31, 1987,  40  CFR  52.238.  The 
Los  Angeles  South  Coast  Air  Basin  did 
not  attain  the  ozone  standard  by  the 
approved  attainment  date.  On  May  26, 
1988,  EPA  notified  the  Governor  of 
California,  pursuant  to  section 
110(a)(2)(H)  of  the  pre-amended  Act, 
that  the  SCAQMD  portion  of  the  SIP 
was  inadequate  to  attain  and  maintain 
the  ozone  standard  and  requested  that 
deficiencies  in  the  existing  SIP  be 
corrected  (EPA’s  SIP-Call).  On 
November  15, 1990,  amendments  to  the 
1977  CAA  were  enacted.  Public  Law 
101-549, 104  Stat.  2399,  codified  at  42 
U.S.C.  7401-7671q.  In  amended  section 
182(a)(2)(A)  of  the  CAA,  Congress 
statutorily  adopted  the  requirement  that 
nonattainment  areas  fix  their  deficient 
reasonably  available  control  technology 
(RACT)  rules  for  ozone  and  established 
a  deadline  of  May  15, 1991  for  states  to 
submit  corrections  of  those  deficiencies. 

Section  182(a)(2)(A)  applies  to  areas 
designated  as  nonattainment  prior  to 
enactment  of  the  amendments  and 
classified  as  marginal  or  above  as  of  the 
date  of  enactment.  It  requires  such  areas 
to  adopt  and  correct  RACT  rules 
pursuant  to  pre-amended  section  172(b) 
as  interpreted  in  pre-amendment 
guidance.!  EPA’s  SIP-Call  used  that 


1  Among  other  things,  the  pre-amendment 
guidance  consists  of  those  portions  of  the  proposed 
Post-1987  ozone  and  carbon  monoxide  policy  that 
concern  RACT,  52  FR  45044  (November  24, 1987); 
"Issues  Relating  to  VOC  Regulation  Cutpoints, 
Deficiencies,  and  Deviations,  Clarification  to 
Appendix  D  of  November  24, 1987  Federal  Register 
Notice”  (Blue  Book)  (notice  of  availability  was 

Continued 
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guidance  to  indicate  the  necessary 
corrections  for  specific  nonattainment 
areas.  The  Los  ^geles  South  Coast  Air 
Basin  is  classified  as  extreme;  > 
therefore,  this  area  is  subject  to  the 
RACT  fix-up  requirement  and  the  May 
IS,  1991  deadline. 

The  State  of  California  submitted 
many  revised  RACT  rules  to  EPA  for 
incorporation  into  its  SIP  on  September 
14, 1992  and  on  May  13, 1993  including 
the  rules  being  acted  on  in  this 
document.3  This  document  addresses 
EPA’s  proposed  action  for  Rule  1107, 
Coating  of  Metal  Parts  and  Products: 
Rule  1106,  Marine  Coating  Operations: 
Rule  1126,  Magnet  Wire  Coating 
Operations.  These  submitted  rules  were 
found  to  be  complete  on  July  19, 1993 
(Rules  1107  and  1106)  and  on  November 
20.  1992  (Rule  1126)  pursuant  to  EPA’s 
completeness  criteria,  as  revised  on 
August  26, 1991  (56  HI  42216)  and  set 
for&  in  40  CFR  part  51.  appendix  V  and 
are  being  proposed  for  limited  approval 
and  limit^  disapproval. 

Rule  1107  controls  emissions  fiom 
metal  parts  and  products  coating 
operations;  Rule  1106  controls  VCXI 
emissions  fiom  marine  coating 
operations:  and  Rule  1126  controls 
emissions  firom  magnet  wire  coating 
operations.  VOCs  contribute  to  the 
production  of  groimd  level  ozone  and 
smog.  SCAQMD  Rules  1107.  and  1126 
were  originally  adopted  as  part  of 
SCAQMD’s  effort  to  achieve  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard 
(NAAQS)  for  ozone  and  have  been 


published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  25. 1988); 
and  the  existing  control  technique  guidelines 
(CTGs). 

>The  Los  Angeles  South  Coast  Air  Basin  retained 
its  designation  and  was  classifted  by  operation  of 
law  pursuant  to  sections  fD7(d)  and  181(a)  upon  the 
data  of  enactment  of  the  CAA.  See  56  FR  56694 
(November  6, 1991). 

sThe  rules  submiUed  on  these  dates  were 
substantially  similar  to  earlier  VOC  rules  adopted 
by  SCAQMD,  except  they  added  a  termination  date 
to  an  exemption  for  aerosol  containers.  After  the 
rules  were  submitted,  other  SCAQMD  VCX  rules 
that  also  terminated  the  aerosol  container 
exemption  were  invalidated  in  trial  court  rulings. 
See.  e.g.,  Dunn-Edmianls  Corp.  v.  South  Coast  Air 
Quality  Management  District.  No.  BC753978.  (L.A. 
Super.  CL  Aug.  21. 1990).  rov'd.  No.  B06S5S62  (2d 
App.  DisL  May  19. 1993).  Following  these 
decisions.  SCAQMD  deleted  the  in^ldated 
language  from  its  VOC  rules,  including  those 
contained  in  this  rulemaking  notice. 

To  preserve  its  rights  while  appealing  the  trial 
court  decisions.  SCAQMD  did  not  hold  a  public 
hearing  to  formally  readopt  the  revised  rules. 
Nevertheless.  EPA  may  approve  these  rules  into  the 
SIP  because  the  deleted  provisions  are  severable 
firom  the  adopted  rules.  Moreover,  the  deletion  of 
language  tenninating  the  aerosol  container 
exemption  does  not  create  new  regulations;  rather, 
the  d^etion  revives  SCAQMD’s  origixud  rules 
(which  were  fully  adopted)  that  also  exempted 
aerosol  containers.  See  Board  of  Osteopathic 
Examiners  v.  Board  of  Medical  Examiners,  S3  Cal. 
App.  3d  78.  85. 125  Cal.  Rptr.  619. 623-624  (1976). 


revised  in  response  to  EPA’s  SIP-Call 
and  the  section  182(a)(2)(A)  (DAA 
requirement.  Rule  1106  is  a  new  rule 
which  has  been  adopted  to  meet  EPA’s 
SIP-Call  and  the  section  182(a)(2)(A) 

CAA  requirement.  The  following  is 
EPA’s  evaluation  and  proposed  action 
for  SCAQMD  Rules  1107, 1106,  and 
1126. 

EPA  Evaluation  and  Proposed  Action 

In  determining  the  approvability  of  a 
VOC  rule,  EPA  must  evaluate  the  rule 
for  consistency  with  the  requirements  of 
the  CAA  and  EPA  regulations,  as  found 
in  section  110  and  Part  O  of  the  CAA 
and  40  CFR  part  51  (Requirements  for 
Preparation.  Adoption,  and  Submittal  of 
Implementation  Plans).  The  EPA 
interpretation  of  these  requirements, 
which  forms  the  basis  for  today’s  action, 
appears  in  the  various  EPA  policy 
guidance  documents  listed  in  footnote 
1.  Among  those  provisions  is  the 
requirement  that  a  VOC  rule  must,  at  a 
minimum,  provide  for  the 
implementation  of  RACT  for  stationary 
sources  of  VOC  emissions.  This 
requirement  was  carried  forth  from  the 
pre-amended  Act. 

For  the  purpose  of  assisting  state  and 
local  agencies  in  developing  RACT 
rules,  ^A  prepared  a  series  of  Control 
Technique  Guideline  (CTG)  documents 
which  specify  the  minimum 
requirements  that  a  rule  must  contain  in 
order  to  be  approved  into  the  SIP.  The 
Crrcs  are  based  on  the  underlying 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  specify  the 
presumptive  norms  for  what  is  RACT 
for  specific  source  categories.  Under  the 
CAA,  Congress  ratified  EPA’s  use  of 
these  documents,  as  well  as  other 
Agency  policy,  for  requiring  States  to 
“fix-up”  their  RACT  rules.  See  section 
182(a)(2)(A).  The  CTG  applicable  to 
Rule  1107,  Coating  of  Metal  Parts  and 
Products,  is  entitled,  “Control  of 
Volatile  Organic  Emissions  from 
Existing  Stationary  Sources  (Vol.  VI: 
Surface  Coating  of  Miscellaneous  Parts 
and  Products)  EPA-450/2-78-015.’’  The 
CTG  applicable  to  Rule  1126,  Magnet 
Wire  Coating  Operations,  is  entitled. 
“Control  of  Volatile  Organic  Emissions 
from  Existing  Stationary  Sources  (Vol. 

IV:  Surface  Coating  for  Insulation  of 
Magnet  Wire)  EPA-450-2/77-033.” 
Submitted  Rule  1106  controls  emissions 
from  a  source  category  for  which  EPA 
has  not  issued  a  CTG.  Consequently, 
Rule  1106  was  evaluated  against  the 
general  RACT  requirements  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  (section  110  and  part  D),  40  CFR 
part  51,  Issues  Relating  to  VCXI 
Regulation  Cutpoints,  Deficiencies,  and 
Deviations — Clarification  to  Appendix  D 
of  November  24, 1987  Federal  Register, 
May  25, 1988  (EPA’s  “Blue  Book”),  and 


other  EPA  policy  including  the  EPA 
Region  9  GARB  document  entitled. 
Guidance  Document  for  Correcting  VCX^ 
Rule  Deficiencies  (April,  1991)  and 
CARB’s  “Determination  of  RACT/ 

BARCT  for  Marine  Coating  Operations.” 
In  general,  these  guidance  documents 
have  been  set  forth  to  ensure  that  VOC 
rules  are  fully  enforceable  and 
strengthen  or  maintain  the  SIP. 

SCAQMD  revised  Rule  1107  and 
revised  Rule  1126  are  significantly 
improved  from  their  current  SIP 
versions,  which  both  date  back  to  1982. 
Revised  rules  1107  and  1126  include  the 
following  significant  changes: 

•  Expanded  definitions  section 

•  More  up-to-date  application 
requirements 

•  Added  surface  preparation  and 
cleanup  standards  which  include 
solvent  VOC  limits  and  storage  and 
disposal  requirements 

•  And  added  EPA  approved  test 
methods. 

SCAQMD  Rules  1106,  Marine  Coating 
Operations,  is  a  new  rule  which  was 
adopted  to  control  V(X)  emissions  from 
marine  coating  operations. 

EPA  has  evaluated  SGAQMD’s 
submitted  Rules  1107, 1106,  and  1126 
for  consistency  with  the  CAA.  EPA 
regulations,  and  EPA  policy  and  has 
found  that  revised  Rules  1107  and  1126 
address  and  correct  many  deficiencies 
previously  identified  by  EPA.  These 
corrected  deficiencies  have  resulted  in 
clearer,  more  enforceable  rules.  EPA  has 
also  found  that  new  Rule  1106  will 
strengthen  the  SIP  by  controlling  a 
previously  unregulated  source  category. 
Although  SCAQMD  Rules  1107, 1106, 
and  1126  will  strengthen  the  SIP,  these 
rules  still  contain  deficiencies  which 
were  required  to  be  corrected  pursuant 
to  the  section  182(a)(2)(A)  requirement 
of  Part  D  of  the  CAA.  "niese  deficiencies 
are  related  to  recordkeeping 
requirements,  test  method  references. 
Executive  Officer  discretion,  control 
device  equivalency,  VOC  limits,  and 
rule  applicability — a  detailed  discussion 
of  rule  deficiencies  can  be  found  in  the 
Technical  Support  Documents  for 
SCAQMD’s  Rule  1107,  Rule  1106,  and 
Rule  1126  (all  dated  4^2/93)  which  are 
available  from  the  U.S.  EPA.  Region  9 
office.  Because  of  these  deficiencies,  the 
rules  are  not  approvable  pursuant  to 
section  182(a)(2)(A)  of  the  CAA  because 
they  are  not  consistent  with  the 
interpretation  of  section  172  of  the  1977 
CAA  as  found  in  the  Blue  Book  and  may 
lead  to  rule  enforceability  problems. 

Because  of  the  above  deficiencies, 
EPA  caimot  grant  full  approval  of  these 
rules  under  section  110(k)(3)  and  part  D. 
Also,  because  the  submitted  rules  are 
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not  composed  of  separable  parts  which 
meet  all  the  applicable  requirements  of 
the  CAA,  EPA  cannot  grant  partial 
approval  of  the  rules  imder  section 
110(k)(3).  However,  EPA  may  grant  a 
limited  approval  of  the  submitted  rule(s) 
under  section  110(k)(3)  in  light  of  EPA’s 
authority  pursuant  to  section  301(a)  to 
adopt  regulations  necessary  to  further 
air  quality  by  strengthening  the  SIP.  The 
approval  is  limited  because  EPA’s 
action  also  contains  a  simultaneous 
limited  disapproval.  In  order  to 
strengthen  the  SIP,  EPA  is  proposing  a 
limited  approval  of  SCAQI^  submitted 
Rules  1107, 1106,  and  1126  under 
sections  110(k)(3)  and  301(a)  of  the 
CAA. 

At  the  same  time,  EPA  is  also 
proposing  a  limited  disapproval  of  these 
rules  because  they  contain  deficiencies 
that  have  not  been  corrected  as  required 
by  section  182(a)(2)(A)  of  the  CAA,  and, 
as  such,  the  rules  do  not  fully  meet  the 
requirements  of  part  D  of  the  Act.  Under 
section  179(a)(2),  if  the  Administrator 
disapproves  a  submission  imder  section 
llO(k)  for  an  euea  designated 
nonattainment,  based  on  the 
submission’s  failure  to  meet  one  or  more 
of  the  elements  required  by  the  Act,  the 
Administrator  must  apply  one  of  the 
sanctions  set  forth  in  section  179(b) 
unless  the  deficiency  has  been  corrected 
within  18  months  of  such  disapproval. 
Section  179(b)  provides  two  sanctions 
available  to  the  Administrator;  highway 
funding  and  offsets.  The  18  month 

eriod  referred  to  in  section  179(a)  will 

egin  on  the  effective  date  of  EPA’s  final 
limited  disapproval.  Moreover,  the  final 
disapproval  triggers  the  federal 
implementation  plan  (FTP)  requirement 
imder  section  110(c).  It  should  be  noted 
that  the  rules  covered  by  this  NPR  have 
been  adopted  by  the  SCAQMD  and  are 
currently  in  effect  in  the  South  Coast. 
EPA’s  limited  disapproval  action  in  this 
NPR  does  not  prevent  the  SCAQMD  or 
EPA  from  enforcing  these  rules. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 
5  U.S.C.  600  et.  seq.,  EPA  must  prepare 
a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  smdl  entities.  5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604.  Alternatively,  EPA  may  certify 


that  the  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  Small  entities  include  small 
businesses,  small  not-for-profit 
enterprises  and  government  entities 
with  jurisdiction  over  populations  of 
less  than  50,000. 

Limited  approvals  imder  sections  110 
and  301  and  subchapter  I,  Part  D  of  the 
CAA  do  not  create  any  new 
requirements,  but  simply  approve 
requirements  that  the  State  is  already 
imposing.  Therefore,  because  the  federal 
SIP-approval  does  not  impose  any  new 
reqxiirements,  I  certify  that  it  does  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  any  small 
entities  affected.  Moreover,  due  to  the 
nature  of  the  federal-state  relationship 
under  the  CAA,  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  flexibility  analysis  would 
constitute  federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  state  action. 
The  CAA  forbids  EPA  to  base  its  actions 
concerning  SIPs  on  such  grounds. 

Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S.  E.P.A.,  427 
U.S.  246,  256-66  (S.Ct.  1976);  42  U.S.C. 
7410  (a)(2). 

EPA’s  limited  disapproval  of  the  State 
request  under  sections  110  and  301  and 
subchapter  I,  Part  D  of  the  CAA  does  not 
affect  any  existing  requirements 
applicable  to  sm^l  entities.  Federal 
disapproval  of  the  state  submittal  does 
not  affect  its  state  enforceability. 
Moreover,  EPA’s  limited  disapproval  of 
the  submittal  does  not  impose  any  new 
federal  requirements.  Therefore,  EPA 
certifies  that  this  limited  disapproval 
action  does  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  nvunber  of  small 
entities  because  it  does  not  remove 
existing  requirements  nor  does  it 
impose  any  new  federal  reqiiirements. 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  imder  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  waived 
Table  2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions  (54  FR 
2222)  from  the  requirements  of  section 
3  of  Executive  Order  12291  for  a  period 
of  two  years.  EPA  has  submitted  a 
request  for  a  permanent  waiver  for  Table 
2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions.  0MB  has 
agreed  to  continue  the  temporary  waiver 
until  such  time  as  it  rules  on  EPA’s 
request. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Hydrocarbons, 
Intergovernmental  relations.  Ozone, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 


Dated:  August  18, 1993. 

John  C  Wise, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20966  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  6560-eO-P 


40  CFR  Part  52 

[CA-37-7-5921;  FRL-4700-41 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision;  Ventura 
County  Air  Pollution  Control  District 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  proposing  to  approve 
revisions  to  the  C^fomia  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  adopted  by 
the  Ventura  County  Air  Pollution 
Control  District  (VCAPCD)  on  January 
28, 1992.  The  C^fomia  Air  Resources 
Board  submitted  this  revision  to  EPA  on 
Jime  19, 1992.  The  revision  concerns 
VCAPCD  Rule  74.18,  Motor  Vehicle  and 
Mobile  Equipment  Coating  Operations. 
The  intended  effect  of  proposing 
approval  of  this  rule  is  to  regulate 
emissions  of  VOCs  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended  in  1990  (CAA  or  the  Act). 
EPA’s  final  action  on  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  (NPR)  will 
incorporate  this  rule  into  the  federally 
approved  SIP.  EPA  has  evaluated  this 
rule  and  is  proposing  to  approve  it 
under  provisions  of  the  CAA  regarding 
EPA  action  on  SIP  submittals,  SIPs  for 
national  primary  and  secondary  ambient 
air  quality  standards  and  plan 
requirements  for  nonattainment  areas. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  September  29, 1993. 
ADDRESSEES:  Comments  may  be  mailed 
to:  Daniel  Meer,  Rulemaking  Section  n 
(A-5-3),  Air  and  Toxics  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IX,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105. 

Copies  of  the  rule  revisions  and  EPA’s 
evaluation  report  of  the  rule  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  EPA’s 
Region  9  office  during  normal  business 
hours.  Copies  of  the  submitted  rule 
revisions  are  also  available  for 
inspection  at  the  following  locations: 
CaUfomia  Air  Resources  Board, 
Stationary  Source  Division,  Rule 
Evaluation  Section,  2020  “L”  Street, 
Sacramento,  CA  95814. 

Ventura  County  Air  Pollution  Control 
Efistrict,  702  County  Square  Drive, 
Ventura,  CA  93003. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Chris  Stamos,  Rulemaking  Section  II 
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(A-5-3),  Air  and  Toxics  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  DC,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105.  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1187. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  March  3, 1978,  EPA  promulgated 
a  list  of  ozone  nonattainment  areas 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act.  as  amended  in  1977  (1977  CAA  or 
pre-amended  Act),  that  included  the 
Ventura  Coimty  Air  Basin,  43  FR  8964, 
40  CTR  81.305.  Because  this  area  was 
unable  to  meet  the  statutory  attainment 
date  of  December  31, 1982,  California 
requested  xmder  section  172(a)(2),  and 
EPA  approved,  an  extension  of  the 
attainment  date  to  December  31, 1987, 

40  CFR  52.238.  On  May  26, 1988,  EPA 
notified  the  Governor  of  California, 
pursuant  to  section  110(a)(2)(H)  of  the 
pre-amended  Act.  that  VCAPCD’s 
portions  of  the  California  SEP  were 
inadequate  to  attain  and  maintain  the 
ozone  standard  and  requested  that 
deficiencies  in  the  existing  SIP  be 
corrected  (EPA’s  SEP-Call).  On 
November  15, 1990,  the  cilean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990  were  enacted. 
Public  Law  101-549, 104  Stat.  2399, 
codified  at  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q.  In 
amended  section  182(a)(2)(A)  of  the 
CAA,  Congress  statutorily  adopted  the 
requirement  that  nonattainment  areas 
fix  their  deficient  reasonably  avmlable 
control  technology  (RACT)  rules  for 
ozone  and  estabUshed  a  deadline  of  May 
15. 1991  for  states  to  submit  corrections 
of  those  deficiencies. 

Section  182(a)(2)(A)  applies  to  areas 
designated  as  nonattainment  prior  to 
enactment  of  the  amendments  and 
classified  as  marginal  or  above  as  of  the 
date  of  enactment.  It  requires  such  areas 
to  adopt  and  correct  RACT  rules 
pursuant  to  pre-amended  section  172(b) 
as  interpreted  in  pre-amended 
guidance.*  EPA’s  SIP-Call  used  that 
guidance  to  indicate  the  necessary 
corrections  for  specific  nonattainment 
areas.  The  Ventura  Covmty  Air  Basin 
was  classified  as  severe  2;  therefore,  this 
area  was  subject  to  the  RACT  fix-up 


>  Among  other  things,  the  pre-amended  guidance 
consists  of  those  portions  of  the  proposed  po8t-1987 
ozone  and  carbon  monoxide  policy  that  concern 
RACT.  52  FR  45044  (November  24, 1987);  “Issues 
Relating  to  VOC  Rogation  Cutpoints,  Eieficiencies, 
and  Deviations,  Clarification  to  Appendix  D  of 
November  24, 1987  Federal  Regis^  Notice”  (Blue 
Book)  (notice  of  availabiUty  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  25. 1986);  and  the  existing 
control  technique  guidelines  (CTGs). 

2  The  Ventura  Air  Basin  retained  its 
nonattainment  designation  and  was  classified  by 
operation  of  law  pursuant  to  sections  107(d)  and 
181(a)  upon  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  CAA.  See 
55  FR  56694  (November  6. 1991). 


requirement  and  the  May  15, 1991 
deadline. 

The  State  of  California  submitted 
many  revised  RACTT  rules  for 
incorporation  into  its  SIP  on  May  30, 
1991,  including  the  rule  being  acted  on 
in  this  document.  This  document 
addresses  EPA’s  proposed  action  for 
VCAPCD  Rule  74.18,  Motor  Vehicle  and 
Mobile  Equipment  Coating  Operations. 
This  submitted  rule  was  found  to  be 
complete  on  Atigust  27, 1992  pursuant 
to  EPA’s  completeness  criteria  that  are 
set  forth  in  40  CFR  part  51,  appendix  V  3 
and  is  being  proposed  for  approval  into 
the  SIP. 

This  rule  controls  volatile  organic 
compound  (VOC)  emissions  from  motor 
vehicle  and  mobile  equipment  coating 
operations.  VCKls  contriWe  to  the 
production  of  groimd  level  ozone  and 
smog.  The  rule  was  adopted  as  part  of 
the  ^strict’s  efforts  to  achieve  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard 
(NAAQS)  for  ozone  and  in  response  to 
EPA’s  SIP-Call  and  the  section 
182(a)(2)(A)  CAA  requirement.  The 
following  is  EPA’s  evaluation  and 
proposed  action  for  this  rule. 

EPA  Evaluation  and  Proposed  Action 

In  determining  the  approvability  of  a 
VOC  rule,  EPA  must  evaluate  the  rule 
for  consistency  with  the  requirements  of 
the  CAA  and  EPA  regulations,  as  foxmd 
in  section  110  and  Part  D  of  the  CAA 
and  40  CFR  part  51  (Requirements  for 
Preparation,  Adoption,  and  Submittal  of 
Implementation  Plans).  The  EPA 
interpretation  of  these  requirements, 
which  forms  the  basis  for  today’s  action, 
appears  in  the  various  EPA  policy 
guidance  documents  listed  in  footnote 
1.  Among  those  provisions  is  the 
requirement  that  a  VCK]  rule  must,  at  a 
minimum,  provide  for  the 
implementation  of  RACT  for  stationary 
sources  of  VCXl  emissions.  This 
requirement  was  carried  forth  from  the 
pre-amended  Act. 

For  the  pmrpose  of  assisting  state  and 
local  agencies  in  developing  RACT 
rules.  EPA  prepared  a  series  of  Control 
Technique  Guideline  (CTG)  documents. 
The  CTGs  are  based  on  the  underlying 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  specify  the 
presumptive  norms  for  what  is  RACT 
for  specific  source  categories.  Under  the 
CAA,  Congress  ratified  EPA’s  use  of 
these  documents,  as  well  as  other 
Agency  policy,  for  requiring  States  to 
“fix-up”  their  RACT  rules.  See  section 
182(a)(2)(A).  For  some  source  categories, 
such  as  motor  vehicles  and  mobile 


*  EPA  adopted  the  completeness  criteria  on 
February  16, 1990  (55  FR  5830)  and,  pursuant  to 
section  110(k)(lXA)  of  the  CAA,  revised  the  criteria 
on  August  26, 1991  (56  FR  42216). 


equipment  refinishing,  EPA  did  not 
publish  a  CTG.  In  sut^  cases  the  state 
will  make  a  determination  of  what 
controls  are  required  to  satisfy  the 
RACT  requirement  by  reviewing  the 
operations  of  facilities  within  the 
affected  source  category.  In  that  review, 
the  technological  and  economic 
feasibility  of  the  proposed  controls  must 
be  considered.  Additionally,  for  both 
CTG  and  non-CTG  rules,  the  state  may 
rely  on  EPA  policy  documents,  such  as 
the  “Blue  Book”,  to  ensure  that  the 
adopted  VOC  rules  are  fully  enforceable 
and  strengthen  or  maintain  the  SIP. 

VCAPCT)  Rule  74.18  is  a  new  rule  and 
therefore  strengthens  the  SIP  by 
controlling  a  previously  unregulated 
source  category.  Rule  74.18  restricts  the 
sale,  supply,  and  use  of  high  VOC 
coatings  and  organic  solvents,  includes 
spray  booth  requirements,  and  allows 
for  the  use  of  abatement  equipment  and 
emission  control  plans  in  place  of  low 
VOC  coatings  in  mobile  equipment 
coating  operations. 

EPA  has  evaluated  the  submitted  rule 
and  has  determined  that  it  is  consistent 
with  the  CAA,  EPA  regulations,  and 
EPA  policy.  Therefore,  VCAPCD  Rule 
74.18,  Motor  Vehicle  and  Mobile 
Equipment  Coating  Operations,  is  being 
proposed  for  approval  under  section 
110(k)(3)  of  the  CAA  as  meeting  the 
requirements  of  section  110(a)  and  Part 
D. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 
Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  600  et.  seq.,  EPA  must  prepare 
a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  small  entities.  5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604.  Alternatively,  EPA  may  certify 
that  the  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  Small  entities  include  small 
businesses,  small  not-for-profit 
enterprises  and  government  entities 
with  jurisdiction  over  populations  of 
less  than  50,000. 

SIP  approvals  under  sections  110  and 
301  and  subchapter  I,  part  D  of  the  CAA 
do  not  create  any  new  requirements,  but 
simply  approve  requirements  that  the 
State  is  already  imposing.  Therefore, 
because  the  federal  SIP-approval  does 
not  impose  any  new  requirements,  it 
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does  not  have  a  significant  impact  on 
any  small  entities  affected.  Moreover, 
due  to  the  nature  of  the  federal-state 
relationship  under  the  CAA,  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis  would 
constitute  Federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  state  action. 
The  CAA  forbids  EPA  to  base  its  actions 
concerning  SIPs  on  such  groimds. 

Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S.  E.P.A.,  427 
U.S.  246,  256-66  (S.Ct.  1976);  42  U.S.C. 
7410(a)(2). 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  waived 
Table  2  and  Table  3  Sff  revisions  (54  FR 
2222)  from  the  requirements  of  section 
3  of  Executive  Order  12291  for  a  period 
of  two  years.  EPA  has  submitted  a 
request  for  a  permanent  waiver  for  Table 
2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions.  0MB  has 
agreed  to  continue  the  temporary  waiver 
until  such  time  as  it  rules  on  EPA’s 
request. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Hydrocarbons, 
Intergovernmental  relations.  Ozone, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 

Dated:  August  19, 1993. 

John  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator 

[FR  Doc.  93-20967  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
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40  CFR  Part  52 

[CA  38-19-5931;  FRL-4700-8] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans,  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision;  South 
Coast  Air  Quaiity  Management  District 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  proposing  to  approve 
revisions  to  the  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  adopted  by 
the  South  Coast  Air  Quality 
Management  District  (SCAQMD)  on 
April  3, 1992.  The  California  Air 
Resources  Board  (CARB)  submitted 
these  revisions  to  EPA  on  September  14, 
1992.  The  revisions  concern  SCAQMD 
Rule  1141,  Control  of  VOC  Emissions 
from  Resin  Manufacturing.  This  rule 
controls  volatile  organic  compoimd 
(VOC)  emissions  from  resin 
manufactiiring  operations.  Rule  1141 


requires  the  use  of  low  VOC  coatings  in 
resin  manufacturing  operations, 
references  EPA  approved  test  methods, 
and  requires  daily  retordkeeping  for 
exempt  sources.  The  intended  effect  of 
proposing  approval  of  this  rule  is  to 
regulate  emissions  of  VOCs  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  in  1990 
(CAA  or  the  Act).  EPA’s  final  action  on 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPR)  will  incorporate  this  rule  into  the 
federally  approved  SIP.  EPA  has 
evaluate  tlds  rule  and  is  proposing  to 
approve  it  under  provisions  of  the  CAA 
regarding  EPA  action  on  SIP  submittals, 
S^s  for  national  primary  and  secondary 
ambient  air  quality  standards  and  plan 
requirements  for  nonattainment  areas. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  September  29, 1993. 
ADDRESSEES:  Comments  may  be  mailed 
to:  Daniel  Meer,  Rulemaking  Section  n 
(A-5-3),  Air  and  Toxics  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IX,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105. 

Copies  of  the  rule  revisions  and  EPA’s 
evaluation  report  of  each  rule  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  EPA’s 
Region  9  office  during  normal  business 
horns.  Copies  of  the  submitted  rule 
revisions  are  also  available  for 
inspection  at  the  following  locations: 
California  Air  Resources  Board, 
Stationary  Source  Division,  Rule 
Evaluation  Section,  2020  L  Street, 
Sacramento,  CA  95814. 

South  Coast  Air  Quality  Management 
District,  21865  East  Copley  Drive, 
Diamond  Bar,  CA  91765-4182. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Chris  Stamos,  Rulemaking  Section  II 
(A-5-3),  Air  and  Toxics  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IX,  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105.  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1187. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  March  3, 1978,  EPA  promulgated 
a  list  of  ozone  nonattainment  areas 
imder  the  provisions  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended  in  1977  (1977  CAA  or 
pre-amended  Act),  that  included  the  Los 
Angeles-South  Coast  Air  Basin.  43  FR 
8964, 40  CFR  81.305.  Because  this  area 
was  imable  to  meet  the  statutory 
attainment  date  of  December  31, 1982, 
California  requested  imder  section 
172(a)(2),  and  EPA  approved,  an 
extension  of  the  attainment  date  to 
December  31, 1987. 40  CFR  52.238.  On 
May  26, 1988,  EPA  notified  the 
Governor  of  California,  pursuant  to 
section  110(a)(2)(H)  of  the  pre-amended 
Act,  that  the  above  district’s  portions  of 


the  California  SIP  were  inadequate  to 
attain  and  maintain  the  ozone  standard 
and  requested  that  deficiencies  in  the 
existing  SIP  be  corrected  (EPA’s  SIP- 
Call).  Cta  November  IS,  1990,  the  Clean 
Air  Act  Amendments  of  1990  were 
enacted.  Public  Law  101-549, 104  Stat. 
2399,  codified  at  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 
In  amended  section  182(a)(2)(A)  of  the 
CAA,  Congress  statutorily  adopted  the 
requirement  that  nonattainment  areas 
fix  their  deficient  reasonably  available 
control  technology  (RACT)  rules  for 
ozone  and  established  a  deadline  of  May 
15, 1991  for  states  to  submit  corrections 
of  those  deficiencies. 

Section  182(a)(2)(A)  applies  to  areas 
designated  as  nonattainment  prior  to 
enactment  of  the  amendments  and 
classified  as  marginal  or  above  as  of  the 
date  of  enactment.  It  requires  such  areas 
to  adopt  and  correct  RACT  rules 
pursuant  to  pre-amended  section  172(b) 
as  interpreted  in  pre-amended 
guidance.  1  EPA’s  SBP-Call  used  that 
guidance  to  indicate  the  necessary 
corrections  for  specific  nonattainment 
areas.  The  Los  Angeles-South  Coast  Air 
Basin  is  classified  as  extreme  2; 
therefore,  this  area  was  subject  to  the 
RACT  fix-up  requirement  and  the  May 
15, 1991  deadline. 

The  State  of  California  submitted 
many  revised  RACT  rules  for 
incorporation  into  its  SIP  on  May  30. 
1991,  including  the  rule  being  acted  on 
in  this  document.  This  document 
addresses  EPA’s  proposed  action  for 
SCAQMD  Rule  1141,  Control  of  VOC 
Emissions  from  Resin  Manufacturing. 
This  submitted  rule  was  found  to  be 
complete  on  November  20, 1992 
pursuant  to  EPA’s  completeness  criteria 
that  are  set  forth  in  40  CFR  part  51, 
appendix  V  3  and  is  being  proposed  for 
approval  into  the  SIP. 

This  rule  controls  volatile  organic 
compound  (VOC)  emissions  from  resin 
manufacturing  operations.  VOCs 
contribute  to  the  production  of  ground 
level  ozone  and  smog.  The  rule  was 
adopted  as  part  of  each  district’s  efforts 


1  Among  other  things,  the  pre-amended  guidance 
consists  of  those  portions  of  the  proposed  Post-isar 
ozone  and  carbon  monoxide  policy  that  concern 
RACT,  52  FR  45044  (Novemtor  24, 1987);  "Issues 
Relating  to  VOC  Regulation  Cutpoints,  Deficiencies, 
and  Deviations,  Clarification  to  Appendix  D  of 
November  24, 1987  Federal  Register  Notice"  (Blue 
Book)  (notice  of  availability  was  published  in  the 
Feder^  Register  on  May  25, 1988);  and  the  existing 
control  technique  guidelines  (CTGs). 

2  The  Los  Angeles  South  Coast  Air  Basin  retained 
its  designation  and  was  classified  by  operation  of 
law  pursuant  to  sections  107(d)  and  181(a)  upon  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  CAA.  See  56  FR  M694 
(November  6, 1991). 

2  EPA  adopted  the  completeness  aiteria  on 
February  16, 1990  (55  FR  5830)  and,  pursuant  to 
section  110(k)(lKA)  of  the  CAA,  revised  the  criteria 
on  August  26, 1991  (56  FR  42216). 
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to  achieve  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standard  (NAAQS)  for  ozone 
and  in  response  to  EPA’s  SIP-Call  and 
the  section  182(a)(2)(A)  CAA 
requirement.  The  following  is  EPA’s 
evaluation  and  proposed  action  for  this 
rule. 

EPA  Evaluation  and  Proposed  Action 

In  determining  the  approvability  of  a 
V(3C  rule,  EPA  must  evduate  the  rule 
for  consistency  with  the  requirements  of 
the  CAA  and  ^A  regulations,  as  found 
in  section  110  and  part  D  of  the  CAA 
and  40  CFR  part  51  (Requirements  for 
Preparation,  Adoption,  and  Submittal  of 
Implementation  Plans).  The  EPA 
interpretation  of  these  requirements, 
which  forms  the  basis  for  today’s  action, 
appears  in  the  various  EPA  policy 
guidance  documents  listed  in  footnote 
1.  Among  those  provisions  is  the 
requirement  that  a  VOC  rule  must,  at  a 
minimum,  provide  for  the 
implementation  of  RACT  for  stationary 
sources  of  VCXI  emissions.  This 
requirement  was  carried  forth  from  the 
pre-amended  Act. 

For  the  purpose  of  assisting  state  and 
local  agencies  in  developing  RACT 
rules,  EPA  prepared  a  series  of  Control 
Technique  Guideline  (CTG)  documents. 
The  CTGs  are  based  on  the  underlying 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  specify  the 
presumptive  norms  for  what  is  RACT 
for  specific  source  categories.  Under  the 
CAA,  Congress  ratified  EPA’s  use  of 
these  documents,  as  well  as  other 
Agency  policy,  for  requiring  States  to 
“fix-up”  their  RACT  rules.  See  section 
182(a)(2)(A).  The  CTG  applicable  to 
SCAQK^  Rule  1141  is  entitled, 

"Control  of  Volatile  Organic  Compound 
Emissions  from  Manufacture  of  High- 
Density  Polyethylene,  Polypropylene, 
and  Polystyrene  Resins,”  EPA-450/3- 
83-008.  Further  interpretations  of  EPA 
policy  are  found  in  the  Blue  Book, 
referred  to  in  footnote  1.  In  general, 
these  guidance  documents  have  been  set 
forth  to  ensiire  that  VOC  rules  are  fully 
enforceable  and  strengthen  or  maintain 
the  SIP. 

SCAQMD  Rule  1141,  Control  of  VOC 
Emissions  from  Resin  Manufacturing, 
includes  the  following  significant 
changes  from  the  current  SIP: 

•  The  addition  and  improvement  of 
definitions  in  its  definitions  section, 

•  Daily  recordkeeping  requirements 
for  exempt  sources  which  emit  less  than 
ten  pounds  per  day, 

•  Requirements  for  the  control  of 
VOC  emissions  frum  both  the  liquid- 
phase  high-density  polyethylene  slurry 
process  and  the  liquid  phase 


and  language,  and 


•  Incorporation  of  EPA  approved  test 
methods. 

EPA  has  evaluated  Rule  1141  and  has 
determined  that  it  is  consistent  with  the 
CAA.  EPA  regulations,  and  EPA  policy. 
Therefore,  SCAQMD  Rule  1141,  Control 
of  VOC  Emissions  from  Resin 
Manufacturing,  is  being  proposed  for 
approval  \mder  section  110(k)(3)  of  the 
CAA  as  meeting  the  requirements  of 
section  110(a)  and  Part  D. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  600  et  seq.,  EPA  must  prepare 
a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  small  entities.  5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604.  Alternatively,  EPA  may  certify 
that  the  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  Small  entities  include  small 
businesses,  small  not-for-profit 
enterprises  and  government  entities 
with  jurisdiction  over  populations  of 
less  than  50,000. 

SIP  approvals  vmder  sections  110  and 
301  and  subchapter  I.  part  D  of  the  CAA 
do  not  create  any  new  requirements,  but 
simply  approve  requirements  that  the 
State  is  already  imposing.  Therefore, 
because  the  federal  SIP-approval  does 
not  impose  any  new  requirements,  it 
does  not  have  a  significant  impact  on 
any  small  entities  affected.  Moreover, 
due  to  the  nature  of  the  federal-state 
relationship  under  the  CAA,  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  flexibility  Euialysis  would 
constitute  Federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  state  action. 
The  CAA  forbids  EPA  to  base  its  actions 
concerning  SIPs  on  such  grmmds. 

Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S.  E.P.A.,  427 
U.S.  246,  256-66  (S.Ct.  1976);  42  U.S.C. 
7410(a)(2). 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  waived 
Table  2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions  (54  FR 
2222)  from  the  requirements  of  section 
3  of  Executive  Order  12291  for  a  period 
of  two  years.  EPA  has  submitted  a 
request  for  a  permanent  waiver  for  Table 
2  and  Table  3  SEP  revisions.  OMB  has 


agreed  to  continue  the  temporary  waiver 
until  such  time  as  it  rules  on  EPA’s 
request. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Hydrocarbons, 
Intergovernmental  relations.  Ozone, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 

Dated:  August  19, 1993. 

John  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20968  Filed  8-27-93;  8.45  am) 
BIUmG  CODE  65<0-50-P 


40  CFR  Part  52 

[CA  38-8-5905;  FRL-4699-5] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans,  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision;  South 
Coast  Air  Quality  Management  District 
(SCAQMD) 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  proposing  to  approve 
into  the  California  State  Implementation 
Plan  (SIP)  rule  revisions  adopted  by  the 
South  Coast  Air  Quality  Management 
District  (SCAQMD)  on  January  10, 1992, 
and  on  February  7, 1992.  The  California 
Air  Resources  Board  submitted  these 
revisions  to  EPA  on  January  11, 1993 
and  on  September  14, 1992.  The 
revisions  concern  SCAQMD  Rule  1145, 
Plastic,  Rubber,  and  Glass  Coatings,  and 
SCAQMD  Rule  1128,  Paper,  Fabric,  and 
Film  Coating  Operations.  These  rules 
control  emissions  of  volatile  organic 
compoimds  (VOCs)  from  surface  coating 
operations.  The  intended  effect  of 
proposing  approval  of  these  rules  is  to 
regulate  emissions  of  VOCs  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  in  1990 
(CAA  or  the  Act).  EPA’s  final  action  on 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPR)  will  incorporate  these  rules  into 
the  federally  approved  SIP.  EPA  has 
evaluated  each  of  these  rules  and  is 
proposing  to  approve  them  under 
provisions  of  the  CAA  regarding  EPA 
action  on  SIP  submittals,  SIPs  for 
national  primary  and  secondary  ambient 
air  quality  standards  and  plan 
requirements  for  nonattainment  areas. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  September  29, 1993. 
ADDRESSEES:  Comments  may  be  mmled 
to:  Daniel  Meer,  Rulemaking  Section  11 
(A-5-3),  Air  and  Toxics  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
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Region  IX.  75  Hawthorne  Street.  San 
Francisco.  CA  94105. 

Copies  of  the  rule  revisions  and  EPA's 
evaluation  report  of  each  rule  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  EPA’s 
Region  9  office  dining  normal  business 
hours.  Copies  of  the  submitted  rule 
revisions  are  also  available  for 
inspection  at  the  following  locations: 
California  Air  Resources  Board. 

Stationary  Source  Division.  Rule 
Evaluation  Section.  2020  "L”  Street. 
Sacramento.  CA  95814. 

South  Coast  Air  Quality  Management 
District.  21865  East  Copley  Drive. 
Diamond  Bar.  CA  91765-4182. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Chris  Stamos.  Rulemaking  Section  n 
(A-5-3).  Air  and  Toxics  Division.  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

Region  IX.  75  Hawthorne  Street.  San 
Francisco.  CA  94105.  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1187. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  March  3. 1978.  EPA  promulgated 
a  list  of  ozone  nonattainment  areas 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act.  as  amended  in  1977  (1977  CAA  or 
pre-amended  Act),  that  included  the  Los 
Angeles-South  Coast  Air  Basin  Area.  43 
FR  8964.  40  CFR  81.305.  Because  this 
Area  was  imable  to  meet  the  statutory 
attainment  date  of  December  31. 1982. 
California  requested  under  section 
172(a)(2).  and  EPA  approved,  an 
extension  of  the  attainment  date  to 
December  31, 1987.  40  CFR  52.238.  On 
May  26, 1988,  EPA  notified  the 
Governor  of  California,  pursuant  to 
section  110(a)(2)(H)  of  the  pre-amended 
Act,  that  the  above  district’s  portion  of 
the  California  SIP  was  inadequate  to 
attain  and  maintain  the  ozone  standard 
and  requested  that  deficiencies  in  the 
existing  SIP  be  corrected  (EPA’s  SIP- 
Call).  On  November  15, 1990,  the  Clean 
Air  Act  Amendments  of  1990  were 
enacted.  Pub.  L.  101-549, 104  Stat. 

2399,  codified  at  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 
In  amended  section  182(a)(2)(A)  of  the 
CAA,  Congress  statutorily  adopted  the 
requirement  that  nonattainment  areas 
fix  their  deficient  reasonably  available 
control  technology  (RACT)  rules  for 
ozone  and  estabUshed  a  deadline  of  May 
15, 1991  for  states  to  submit  corrections 
of  those  deficiencies. 

Section  182(a)(2)(A)  applies  to  areas 
designated  as  nonattainment  prior  to 
enactment  of  the  amendments  and 
classified  as  marginal  or  above  as  of  the 
date  of  enactment.  It  requires  such  areas 
to  adopt  and  correct  RACT  rules 
pursuant  to  pre-amended  section  172(b) 
as  interpreted  in  pre-amended 


guidance.!  EPA’s  SIP-Call  used  that 
guidance  to  indicate  the  necessary 
corrections  for  specific  nonattainment 
areas.  The  Los  ^geles-South  Coast  Air 
Basin  Area  was  classified  as  extreme;  2 
therefore  this  area  is  subject  to  the 
RACT  fix-up  reqxiirement  and  the  May 
15. 1991  deadline. 

The  State  of  California  submitted 
many  revised  RACT  rules  for 
incorporation  into  its  SIP  on  May  30. 
1991,  including  the  rules  being  acted  on 
in  this  docriment.2  This  doctunent 
addresses  EPA’s  proposed  action  for 
SCAQMD  Rule  1145,  Plastic,  Rubber, 
and  Glass  Coatings,  and  SCAQMD  Rule 
1128,  Paper,  Fabric,  and  Film  Coating 
Operations.  These  submitted  rules  were 
foimd  to  be  complete  on  March  3, 1993 
and  on  November  20, 1992  pursuant  to 
EPA’s  completeness  criteria  that  are  set 
forth  in  40  CFR  part  51  Appendix  V  * 
and  are  being  proposed  for  approval 
into  the  SIP. 

These  rules  control  VOCs  from  a 
variety  of  coating  and  solvent  cleaning 
operations.  VOCs  contribute  to  the 
production  of  ground  level  ozone  and 
smog.  The  rules  were  adopted  as  part  of 
the  SCAQMD’s  efforts  to  achieve  the 

>  Among  other  things,  the  pre-amended  guidance 
consists  of  those  portions  of  ^e  proposed  Post-1987 
ozone  and  carbon  monoxide  policy  that  concern 
RACT,  52  FR  45044  (November  24, 1987);  "Issues 
Relating  to  VOC  Regulation  Cutpoints,  Deficiencies, 
and  Deviations,  Clarification  to  Appendix  D  of 
November  24, 1987  Federal  Register  Notice”  (Blue 
Book)  (notice  of  availability  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  25, 1988);  and  the  existing 
control  tec^que  guidelines  (CTGs). 

3  SCAQMD  retained  its  nonattainment 
designation  and  was  classified  by  operation  of  law 
pursuant  to  sections  107(d)  and  181(a)  upon  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  CAA.  See  55  FR  56694 
(November  6, 1991). 

3  The  rules  submitted  on  these  dates  were 
substantially  similar  to  earlier  VOC  rules  submitted 
by  SCAQMD  and  CARS,  except  they  did  not 
exempt  aerosol  container  applications.  However, 
other  SCAQMD  VOC  rules  t^t  did  not  exempt 
aerosol  containers  were  subsequently  invalidated  in 
trial  court  rulings.  See,  e.g.,  Dunn-Edwards  Corp.  v. 
South  Coast  Air  Quality  Management  District,  No. 
BC753978,.(L.A.  Super.  Ct  Aug.  21, 1990),  rev’d. 

No.  B0655562  (2d  App.  DisL  May  19, 1993). 
Following  these  decisions,  SCAQMD  deleted  the 
invalidated  language  from  its  other  VOC  rules, 
including  those  contained  in  this  rulemaking 
notice. 

To  preserve  its  rights  on  appeal,  SCAQMD  did 
not  formally  readopt  the  revised  rules.  According  to 
SCAQMD,  EPA  may  nevertheless  approve  these 
rules  into  the  SIP  because  the  deleted  provisions  are 
fully  severable  from  the  previously  adopted  rules. 
SCAQMD  maintains  that  the  deletion  of  the  aerosol 
container  applicability  provisions  revives  the 
original  rules  (which  were  fully  adopted)  that 
exempted  aerosol  containers  and  does  not  create 
new  regulations.  See  Board  of  Osteopathic 
Examiners  v.  Board  of  Medical  Examiners,  53  Cal. 
App.  3d  78,  85, 125  Cal.  Rptr.  619, 623-624  (1976). 
Ba^  on  this  analysis.  EPA  is  proceeding  with  this 
proposed  action  on  the  submitted  rules. 

*  EPA  adopted  the  completeness  criteria  on 
February  16, 1990  (55  FR  5830)  and,  pursuant  to 
section  110(k)(lKA)  of  the  CAA,  revised  the  criteria 
on  August  26, 1991  (56  FR  42216). 


National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard 
(NAAQS)  for  ozone  and  in  response  to 
EPA’s  SIP-Call  and  the  section 
182(a)(2)(A)  CAA  requirement.  The 
following  is  EPA’s  evaluation  and 
proposed  action  for  these  rules. 

EPA  Evaluation  and  Proposed  Action 

In  determining  the  approvability  of  a 
VCX^  rule,  EPA  must  ev^uate  the  rule 
for  consistency  with  the  requirements  of 
the  CAA  and  ^A  regulations,  as  foimd 
in  section  110  and  Part  D  of  the  CAA 
and  40  CFR  part  51  (Requirements  for 
Preparation,  Adoption,  and  Submittal  of 
Implementation  Plans).  The  EPA 
interpretation  of  these  requirements, 
which  forms  the  basis  for  today’s  action, 
appears  in  the  various  EPA  policy 
guidance  documents  listed  in  footnote 
1.  Among  those  provisions  is  the 
requirement  that  a  VOC  rule  must,  at  a 
minimum,  provide  for  the 
implementation  of  RACT  for  stationary 
sources  of  VOC  emissions.  This 
requirement  was  carried  forth  from  the 
pre-amended  Act. 

For  the  purpose  of  assisting  state  and 
local  agencies  in  developing  RACT 
rules,  EPA  prepared  a  series  of  Control 
Technique  Guideline  (CTG)  documents. 
The  CTTCs  are  based  on  the  underlying 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  specify  the 
presumptive  norms  for  what  is  RACT 
for  specific  source  categories.  Under  the 
CAA,  Congress  ratified  EPA’s  use  of 
these  documents,  as  well  as  other 
Agency  policy,  for  requiring  States  to 
“ffic-up”  their  RACT  rules.  See  section 
182(a)(2)(A).  The  CTG  applicable  to 
Rule  1128  is  "Control  of  Volatile 
Organic  Emissions  from  Existing 
Stationary  Sources — ^Volume  II:  Surface 
Coating  of  Cans,  Coils,  Paper,  Fabrics, 
Automobiles,  and  Light-Efuty  Trucks’’ 
EPA-450/2-77-008.  Rule  1145  control 
emissions  from  source  categories  for 
which  EPA  has  not  issued  a  CTG. 
Accordingly  Rule  1145  was  evaluated 
against  the  general  RACT  requirements 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (section  110  and 
part  D),  40  CFR  part  51,  Issues  Relating 
to  VOC  Regulation  Cutpoints, 
Deficiencies,  and  Deviations — 
Clarification  to  Appendix  D  of 
November  24,  1987  Federal  Register; 
May  25, 1988  (EPA’s  “Blue  Book’’ 
referred  to  in  footnote  1.),  and  against 
other  EPA  policy  including  the  EPA 
Region  9  CARB  document  entitled. 
Guidance  Document  for  Correcting  VOC 
Rule  Deficiencies  (April,  1991).  Further 
interpretations  of  EPA  policy  are  found 
in  the  Blue  Book,  referred  to  in  footnote 
1.  In  general,  these  guidance  documents 
have  been  set  forth  to  ensure  that  VOC 
rules  are  fully  enforceable  and 
strengthen  or  maintain  the  SIP. 
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SCAQMD  Rule  1145  is  a  revised  rule 
which  is  significantly  improved  from 
the  current  SIP  version  which  dates 
back  to  October  27. 1983.  Among  the 
many  improvements  are; 

•  An  improved  and  greatly  expanded 
definitions  section. 

•  The  addition  of  a  test  methods 
section. 

•  Transfer  efficiency  specifications. 

•  Recordkeeping  requirements  by 
reference  to  Rule  109. 

•  And  alternative  emissions  control 
options. 

SCAQMD  Rule  1128  is  also  a  revised 
rule  and  includes  the  following 
significant  changes  from  the  current  SIP 
version: 

•  Expands  the  applicability  of  the 
ourent  rule  to  facilities  that  do  not  use 
heated  drying  processes, 

•  Adds  provisions  requiring  all 
coatings  to  meet  a  265  grams/liter  VOC 
limit, 

•  Removes  the  exemption  for  users  of 
less  than  2  gallons  per  day, 

•  And  aads  acceptable  capture  and 
destruction  efficiency  standards. 

EPA  has  evaluated  the  submitted 
rules  and  has  determined  that  they  are 
consistent  with  the  CAA,  EPA 
regulations,  and  EPA  policy.  Therefore, 
SCAQMD  Rule  1145,  Plastic,  Rubber, 
and  Glass  Coatings,  and  SCAQMD  Rule 
1128,  Paper.  Fabric,  and  Film  Coating 
Operations  are  being  proposed  for 
approval  imder  section  110(k)(3)  of  the 
CAA  as  meeting  the  requirements  of 
section  110(a)  and  Part  D. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementition  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 

5  U.S.C.  600  et  seq.,  EPA  must  prepare 
a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  proposed  or 
final  rule  on  small  entities.  5  U.S.C.  603 
and  604.  Alternatively,  EPA  may  certify 
that  the  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  Small  entities  include  small 
businesses,  small  not-for-profit 
enterprises  and  government  entities 
with  jiuisdiction  over  populations  of 
less  than  50,000. 

SIP  approvals  \mder  sections  110  and 
301  and  subchapter  I,  part  D  of  the  CAA 
do  not  create  any  new  requirements,  but 
simply  approve  requirements  that  the 


State  is  already  imposing.  Therefore, 
because  the  federal  SIP-approval  does 
not  impose  any  new  requirements,  it 
does  not  have  a  significant  impact  on 
any  small  entities  afiected.  Moreover, 
due  to  the  natxire  of  the  federal-state 
relationship  imder  the  CAA,  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis  would 
constitute  Federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  state  action. 
The  CAA  forbids  EPA  to  base  its  actions 
concerning  SIPs  on  such  grounds. 

Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S.  E.P.A.,  427 
U.S.  246,  256  66  (S.Ct.  1976);  42  U.S.C. 
7410(a)(2). 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19. 1989  (54  FR  2214  2225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  waived 
Table  2  and  Table  3  Sffi  revisions  (54  FR 
2222)  from  the  requirements  of  section 
3  of  Executive  Order  12291  for  a  period 
of  two  years.  EPA  has  submitted  a 
request  for  a  permanent  waiver  for  Table 
2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions.  OMB  has 
agreed  to  continue  the  temporary  waiver 
until  such  time  as  it  rules  on  EPA’s 
request. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control.  Hydrocarbons, 
Intergovernmental  relations.  Ozone, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  7401-7671q. 

Dated:  August  18, 1993. 

John  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20965  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  COO€  6S60-SO-P 


40  CFR  Part  63 
[FRL-4700-1] 

Hazardous  Air  Pollution;  Proposed 
Regulations  Governing  Equivalent 
Emission  Limitations  by  Permit; 
Extension  of  Public  Comment  Period 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  extension  of 
comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  On  July  13, 1993,  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
published  Proposed  Regulations 
Governing  Equivalent  Emission 
Limitations  by  Permit  at  58  FR  37778. 
The  proposed  regulations  provided  for  a 
45-day  public  comment  period  to  end 
on  August  27, 1993.  Notice  is  hereby 
given  ffiat  the  public  comment  period 
for  Proposed  Regulations  Governing 


Equivalent  Emission  Limitations  by 
Permit  is  extended. 

DATES:  The  comment  period  is  extended 
until  September  24, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Concerning  extension  of  the  public 
comment  period,  please  contact  Kathy 
Kaufman,  Office  of  Air  Quality  Planning 
and  Standards,  U.S.  EPA  (919)  541- 
0102,  facsimile  (919)  541-4028,  or  by 
mail  at  U.S.  EPA,  Office  of  Air  Quality 
Planning  and  Standards,  MD-13, 
Research  Triangle  Park,  North  Carolina, 
27711. 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Michael  H.  Shapiro, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator.  Office  of  Air 
and  Radiation. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20958  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BiUiNG  CODE  6560-60-P 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  571 

[Docket  No.  70-27,  Notice  32  and  Docket 
No.  83-07,  Notice  6] 

RIN  2127-AF13 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards;  Burnish  Procedures  for 
Heavy  Vehicles 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA), 
Department  of  Transportation. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  In  a  final  rule  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  14, 1988, 
NHTSA  amended  Standard  No.  105, 
Hydraulic  Brake  Systems,  and  Standard 
No.  121,  Air  Brake  Systems,  with 
respect  to  the  burnish  procedures  for 
heavy  vehicles.  That  notice  adopted  a 
new  burnish  procedure  effective 
September  12, 1988,  but  permitted  a 
choice  between  either  the  old  or  the 
new  burnish  procedures  until 
September  1, 1993.  Effective  that  date, 
the  old  burnish  procedure  is  completely 
eliminated  from  the  standards. 

In  partial  response  to  petitions  from 
Eaton  Corporation  and  the  American 
Automobile  Manufacturers  Association 
(AAMA),  this  notice  proposes  to  timend 
the  standards  by  extending,  for  an 
additional  eighteen  months,  the  period 
diuing  which  there  is  a  choice  between 
the  two  burnish  procedures.  In  an 
interim  final  rule  published  elsewhere 
in  today’s  Federal  Register  the  agency 
has  extended  the  period  during  which 
manufacturers  may  comply  with  either 
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burnish  requirement  until  September  1, 
1994. 

DATES:  Comments.  Comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  September  29, 

1993. 

Proposed  Compliance  Date.  The 
agency  is  proposing  to  extend  the  period 
during  which  manufacturers  may 
comply  with  either  burnish  requirement 
until  March  1, 1996.  Vehicles 
manufactured  before  March  1, 1996 
would  be  burnished  according  to  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  S7. 4. 2.1(a)  or 
S7.4. 2.1(b)  of  Standard  No.  105  and 
S6. 1.8.1(a)  or  S6. 1.8.1(b)  of  Standard 
No.  121.  Vehicles  manufactured  on  or 
after  March  1, 1996  would  have  to  be 
burnished  according  to  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  S7.4.2.1(b)  of  Standard  No. 
105  and  in  S6.1. 8.1(b)  of  Standard  No. 
121. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  refer  to 
Docket  No.  70-27,  Notice  32  and  Docket 
No.  83-07,  Notice  6  and  be  submitted 
to:  Docket  Section,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20590.  Docket  hours  are  9:30  a.m.  to  4 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  C.  Carter,  Office  of  Vehicle 
Safety  Standards,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20590.  (202-366-5274). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  As 
explained  in  an  interim  final  rule 
published  elsewhere  in  today’s  Federal 
Register,  Standard  No.  105,  Hydraulic 
Brake  Systems,  and  Standard  No.  121, 
Air  Brake  Systems  (49  CFR  571.121), 
specify  “burnish”  procedures 
conducted  at  the  outset  of  road  testing 
and  dynamometer  testing.  The  reader 
should  refer  to  the  interim  final  rule  for 
greater  detail  about  the  burnish 
procedures. 

The  standards  contain  old  and  new 
burnish  procedures  as  a  result  of  a 
rulemaking  proceeding  that  was 
conducted  in  response  to  a  petition 
submitted  by  International  Harvester 
and  culminated  in  a  final  rule  published 
on  March  14, 1988  (49  FR  8191).  The 
old  burnish  procedure  consists  of  a 
series  of  brake  applications,  which  are 
also  known  as  “snubs,”  that  result  in 
the  brakes  being  heated  to  not  more  than 
the  specified  maximum  temperature  of 
550  ®F.  Under  the  new  burnish 
procedure,  the  brakes  on  heavy  vehicles 
are  burnished  by  500  snubs  slowing  the 
vehicle  fi’om  40  mph  to  20  mph.  without 
regard  to  brake  temperatures  generated 
during  the  burnish.  NHTSA  believes 
that  under  the  new  burnish  procedure, 
brakes  are  burnished  in  a  manner  that 
is  more  realistic  and  repre.sentative  of 


the  break-in  vehicle  brakes  actually  get 
when  in  service  without  favoring  drum 
brake  designs  over  disc  brake  designs. 
The  old  procedure  favors  drum  brake 
systems  because  disc  brake  systems  are 
designed  to  operate  at  appreciably 
higher  temperatures  than  are  drum 
brake  systems. 

NHTSA  allowed  a  five  year  transition 
period  for  implementing  the  new 
burnish  procedure.  The  agency 
provided  this  longer  than  normal  lead 
time  to  minimize  the  rulemaking’s  cost 
impact  by  allowing  manufacturers  to 
phase-in  any  required  changes  to  brake 
systems  as  design  changes  were  made. 

As  explained  in  greater  detail  in  the 
interim  final  rule,  NHTSA  received 
petitions  from  Eaton  Corporation  and 
the  American  Automobile 
Manufacturers  Association  (AAMA) 
concerning  the  effective  date  for  the 
new  burnish  procedure.  Both  petitioners 
requested  that  the  agency  retain  the  old 
burnish  procedure  either  for  a  specified 
period  of  time  or  indefinitely.  NHTSA 
staff  also  met  with  representatives  of 
heavy  vehicle  manufacturers  who 
requested  delaying  the  September  1, 
1993  effective  date,  allowing  either 
burnish  procedure  indefinitely,  or 
developing  a  new  burnish  procedure. 

In  the  interim  final  rule  published 
elsewhere  in  today’s  Federal  Register, 
NHTSA  extended  the  time  period 
during  which  manufacturers  may 
comply  with  either  the  old  or  new 
burnish  procedures  for  an  additional 
year.  The  agency  reasoned  that,  as 
explained  in  the  preamble  to  the  March 
14, 1988  final  rule,  NHTSA  did  not 
intend  to  impose  additional  or  more 
stringent  performance  requirements  for 
heavy  vehicles.  Instead,  the  adoption  of 
the  new  burnish  procedure  had  two 
purposes:  (1)  To  ensure  that  the 
compliance  tests  are  more 
representative  of  actual  vehicle  break-in 
and  (2)  to  eliminate  the  current  burnish 
procedures  bias  against  new  brake 
designs. 

In  this  NPRM,  NHTSA  is  requesting 
comments  about  the  appropriateness  of 
extending  the  optional  compliance 
period  an  additional  18  months  beyond 
September  1, 1994  until  March  1, 1996. 
Support  for  this  tentative  decision  to 
delay  the  mandatory  effective  date  an 
additional  18  months  is  furnished  by 
the  heavy  vehicle  and  brake  industry’s 
comments  to  the  agency’s  stopping 
distance  proposals  published  February 
23, 1993  (58  FR  11003, 11009).  Several 
heavy  vehicle  manufacturers  indicated 
that  they  need  additional  time  to 
conduct  testing  to  the  proposed 
stopping  distances  using  the  newer 
burnish  procedures.  Delaying  the 
mandatory  effective  date  until  March  1, 


1996  would  result  in  the  new  burnish 
requirements  becoming  the  sole  burnish 
procedures  at  roughly  the  same  time 
that  the  proposed  stopping  distance 
requirements  take  effect,  assiuning  that 
the  agency  determines  that  the  proposed 
stopping  distance  requirements  are 
appropriate.  NHTSA  tentatively 
concludes  that  the  stopping  distance 
performance  requirements  would  allow 
for  the  development  of  more 
commercially  acceptable  brake  materials 
if  the  industry  were  provided  additional 
time  to  test  vehicles  using  the  newer 
burnish  procedures  during  their  testing. 

Based  on  the  above  considerations. 
NHTSA  has  decided  to  propose 
extending  the  optional  compliance 
period  for  the  burnish  procedures  an 
additional  18  months  from  September  1. 
1994  to  March  1, 1996.  The  agency 
requests  comments  about  whether  the 
new  burnish  procedures  should  become 
the  sole  specified  procedures  as  of 
September  1, 1994  or  whether  the  old 
burnish  procedures  should  be  allowed 
for  an  additional  period  of  time. 
Specifically,  the  agency  is  concerned 
about  whether  the  new  burnish 
requirements  serve  to  make  the  parking 
test  requirements  more  stringent.  The 
agency  also  requests  comments  about 
the  effect  of  the  burnish  procedures  on 
the  stopping  distance  and  the  lateral 
stability  and  control  proposals. 
Commenters  should  also  provide 
information  about  the  additional 
compliance  costs,  if  any,  associated 
with  making  the  new  burnish 
procedures  the  sole  burnish  procedures. 

Regulatory  Analyses  and  Notices 

A.  Executive  Order  12291  (Federal 
Begulation)  and  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures 

NHTSA  has  analyzed  this  rulemaking 
and  determined  that  it  is  neither 
“major”  within  the  meaning  of 
Executive  Order  12291  nor  “significant” 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  regulatory  policies 
and  procedures.  The  agency  has 
determined  that  the  economic  effects  of 
the  proposal  would  be  so  minimal  that 
a  full  regulatory  evaluation  is  not 
required.  Since  the  proposal  would 
impose  no  new  requirements  but  would 
simply  extend  a  compliance  alternative 
an  additional  eighteen  months,  any  cost 
impacts  would  be  in  the  nature  of  slight, 
nonquantifiable  cost  savings. 

B.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

In  accordance  with  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  NHTSA  has  evaluated 
the  effects  of  this  rulemaking  on  small 
entities.  Based  on  this  evaluation,  I 
hereby  certify  that  the  amendments 
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would  not  have  signi&cant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  Few  of  the  truck  tractor  or 
brake  manufacturers  qualify  as  small 
entities.  While  some  trailer 
manufacturers  may  quaUfy  as  small 
entities,  the  only  impacts  of  the 
amendments  would  be  slight, 
nonquantifiable  cost  savings.  Thus, 
manufacturers  of  motor  vehicles,  small 
businesses,  small  organizations,  and 
small  governmental  units  that  purchase 
motor  vehicles  would  not  be 
significantly  affected  by  the  proposals. 
Accordingly,  a  regrilatory  flexibiUty 
analysis  has  not  l^n  performed. 

C.  Federalism  Assessment 

This  action  has  been  analyzed  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  and 
criteria  contained  in  Executive  Order 
12612.  NHTSA  has  determined  that  the 
rulemaking  does  not  have  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 
No  state  laws  would  be  affected. 

D.  Environmental  Impacts 

In  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 


NHTSA  has  considered  the 
environmental  impacts  of  this  rule.  The 
agency  has  determined  that  this  rule 
would  not  have  a  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment. 

List  of  Subjects  in  49  CFR  Part  571 
Imports,  Incorporation  by  reference. 
Motor  vehicle  safety.  Motor  vehicles. 
Rubber  and  rubber  products.  Tires. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  49 
CFR  part  571  is  proposed  to  1m  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR 
VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  571 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  15  U.S.C.  1392, 1401, 1403, 
1407;  delegation  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.50. 

2.  Section  571.105  would  be  amended 
by  revising  the  introductory  text  of 
S7.4.2.1  to  read  as  follows: 

§571.105  Standard  No.  105,  Hydraulic 
brake  systems. 

***** 

S7.4.2.1.  Burnish.  Vehicles 
manufactiured  before  March  1, 1996  are 
burnished  according  to  the  procedures 


set  forth  in  S7.4. 2.1(a)  or  S7.4.2.1(b)  of 
this  section,  at  the  manufacturer’s 
option.  Vehicles  manufactured  on  or 
after  March  1, 1996  are  burnished 
according  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
S7.4.2.1{b)  of  this  section. 

*  '  *  *  *  * 

3.  Section  571.121  would  be  amended 
by  revising  the  introductory  text  of 
S6.1.B.1,  as  follows: 

§571.121  Standard  No.  121,  Air  brake 
aystema. 

***** 

S6.1.8.1  Vehicles  manufactured  before 
March  1, 1996  are  burnished  according 
to  the  procedures  set  forth  in  S6.1.8.1(a) 
or  S6.1.8.1(b)  of  this  section,  at  the 
manufacturer’s  option.  Vehicles 
manufactured  on  or  after  March  1. 1996 
are  burnished  according  to  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  S6.1.8.1(b)  of 
this  section. 

***** 

Issued  on:  August  24, 1993. 

Barry  Felrice, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Rulemaking. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20914  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

Exemption  of  Brady  May,  Fan  Creek, 
and  Deer  Utah  Salvage  Timber  Project 
From  Appeal;  Clearwater  National 
Forest,  ID 

AGENCY:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notification  that  a  salvage 
timber  project  designed  to  recover 
burned  and  blowdown  timber  is  exempt 
firom  appeal  imder  the  provisions  of  36 
CFR  part  217. 

SUMMARY:  The  Pierce  Ranger  District 
completed  prescribed  burning  in  several 
regeneration  units  of  the  Brady  May, 

Fan  Creek,  and  Deer  Utah  Timber  Sales 
for  site  preparation  and  fuel  reduction 
purposes.  As  a  result  of  this  burning  emd 
wind  damage,  17  acres  in  the  Cedar  and 
Eldorado  Creek  drainages  on  the 
Clearwater  National  Forest  were 
damaged  or  killed.  The  District  Ranger 
proposed  a  salvage  timber  sale  to 
recover  damaged  sawtimber  in  the 
affected  area.  The  District  Remger  has 
determined,  through  an  environmental 
analysis  documented  in  the  Decision 
Memo  and  supporting  project  file,  that 
there  is  good  cause  to  expedite  these 
actions  to  rehabilitate  National  Forest 
System  lands  and  recover  damaged 
resources.  Salvage  of  commercial 
sawtimber  within  the  affected  area  must 
be  accomplished  quickly  to  avoid 
further  deterioration  of  sawtimber  and 
subsequent  loss  of  value. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  on  August  30. 
1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  A.  Kusicko,  Acting  Pierce 
District  Ranger;  Clearwater  National 
Forest;  Box  308;  Kamiah,  ID  83536. 
Telephone:  208-935-2513. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  Pierce 
Ranger  District  completed  prescribed 
broadcast  burning  in  several 
regeneration  units  of  the  Brady  May, 

Fan  Creek,  and  Deer  Utah  Timber  Sales 


for  site  preparation  and  fuel  reduction. 

As  a  result  of  this  burning  and  severe 
wind  damage,  17  acres  in  the  Cedar  and 
Eldorado  Creek  drainages  on  the 
Clearwater  National  Forest  were 
damaged  or  killed.  The  dead  and 
damaged  timber  is  located  within  lands 
assigned  to  Management  Area  El  and 
designated  by  the  Clearwater  National 
Forest  Plan  to  produce  wood  products. 
The  Pierce  District  Ranger  proposed 
salvage  of  fire-scorched  and  blowdown 
timber  from  these  areas.  The  proposal  is 
designed  to  meet  the  following  needs; 

(1)  Recover  dead  and  dying  timber 
before  it  loses  its  commercial  value,  (2) 
reduce  the  potential  for  wildfire  by 
treating  high  risk  sites,  (3)  rehabilitate 
the  affected  timber  sites  by  planting  tree 
seedlings,  and  (4)  reduce  sediment 
recruitment  from  native  surface  roads 
into  streams  in  the  watershed. 

An  interdisciplinary  team  was 
convened,  and  scoping  began  in 
February  1993.  Three  alternatives  were 
analyzed:  (1)  No  treatment  (no  action); 

(2)  a  salvage  of  all  fire-scorched  and 
blowdown  timber;  and  (3)  a  salvage  of 
part  of  the  fire-scorched  and  blowdown 
timber  (proposed  action). 

The  selected  alternative  (Modified 
Proposed  Action)  will  salvage  180  MBF 
from  approximately  17  acres  of  fire- 
scorched  and  blowdown  timber  and  will 
leave  at  least  3-5  snags  per  acre  for 
wildlife  habitat  in  all  harvest  areas.  All 
salvage  areas  are  accessible  from 
existing  roads;  no  road  construction  or 
reconstruction  will  occur.  The  roads 
that  access  the  Fan  Creek  and  Brady 
May  units  would  be  closed  year  rovmd 
to  enhance  watershed  recovery  in 
anadromous  fishery  watersheds  which 
have  streams  with  high-cobble 
embeddedness  measurements. 

The  salvage  timber  project  is  designed 
to  accomplish  the  objectives  as  quickly 
as  possible  to  recover  merchantable 
sawtimber  before  it  deteriorates  and  is 
no  longer  valuable  for  commercial 
timber  products,  to  begin  reforesting  the 
sites  that  are  imderstocked  from 
mortality,  to  reduce  the  risk  of  wildfire, 
and  to  enhance  watershed  recovery  in 
anadromous  fishery  watersheds. 

To  expedite  implementation  of  this 
decision,  procedures  outlined  in  26  CFR 
217.4(a)(ll)  are  being  followed.  Under 
this  Regulation  the  following  may  be 
exempt  from  appeal: 

"Decisions  related  to  rehabilitation  of 
National  Forest  System  lands  and  recovery  of 


forest  resources  resulting  from  natural 
disasters  or  other  natural  phenomena,  such 
as  wildfires  •  •  *  severe  wind  •  *  *  when 
the  Regional  Forester  *  *  *  determines  and 
gives  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  that  good 
cause  exists  to  exempt  such  decisions  from 
review  under  this  part.” 

Based  upon  the  information  presented 
in  the  Brady  May.  Fan  Creek,  and  Deer 
Utah  Salvage  Project  File  and  Decision 
Memo,  I  have  determined  that  good 
cause  exists  to  exempt  this  decision 
from  administrative  review.  Therefore, 
upon  publication  of  this  notice,  this 
project  will  not  be  subject  to  review 
under  36  CFR  part  217. 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Christopher  D.  Risbrudt, 

Deputy  Regional  Forester.  Northern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.  93-20942  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  3410-11-M 


Southern  Region;  Exemption  From 
Appeai  of  Saivage  Timber  Saie  Project 
on  the  Daniei  Boone  Nationai  Forest, 
London  Ranger  District 

AGENCY:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice;  exemption  of  decision 
from  administrative  appeal. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  35  CFR 
271.4(a)(ll),  the  Regional  Forester  for 
the  Southern  Region  has  determined 
that  good  cause  exists  and  notice  is 
hereby  given  to  exempt  from 
administrative  appeal  the  decision  to 
salvage  dead  and  dying  trees  that  were 
blown  down  or  heavily  damaged  during 
a  severe  windstorm  on  the  London 
Ranger  District  of  the  Daniel  Boone 
National  Forest  and  to  site  prepare  and 
reforest  damaged  areas.  The  condition  of 
the  dead  and  damaged  trees  will  rapidly 
deteriorate  due  to  insect  attacks  and 
spread  of  blue  stain  fungi.  If  not 
salvaged  quickly,  these  trees  will  be 
rendered  unmerchantable  as  sawtimber. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  30,  1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Questions  about  this  exemption  should 
be  directed  to  Jean  P.  Kruglewicz, 
Southern  Region,  Forest  Service-USDA, 
1720  Peachtree  Road,  NW,,  Atlanta,  GA 
30367,  (404)  347-4867. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  June  4, 
1993,  approximately  368  acres  of  forest 
was  damaged  or  blown  down  during  a 
severe  windstorm  ten  miles  west  of 
London  in  Laurel  County,  Kentucky 
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The  blowdown  occurs  in  fo\ir  separate 
areas  located  along  an  east-west  line 
extending  &ve  miles  from  the  Big  Dog 
Branch  area  east  to  Gri£6n  Branch.  All 
areas  eue  within  Management  Area  7  of 
the  Daniel  Boone  National  Forest  Land 
and  Resource  Management  Plan.  The 
largest  area,  nearest  to  Big  Dog  Branch, 
consists  of  approximately  200  acres. 
Smaller  tracts  contain  about  42, 42,  and 
83  acres. 

Management  direction  for 
Management  Area  7  is  to  optimize 
growing  potential  by  using  high  to 
medium  intensity  practices  for  yellow 
and  white  pine  and  medium  to  low 
intensity  practices  for  upland  and  cove 
hardwoods.  Visual  sensitivity  is 
primarily  moderate  to  low. 

The  forest  stands  severely  affected  by 
this  storm  need  restoration  through 
salvage  of  merchantable  trees  killed  or 
heavily  damaged  and  rehabilitation 
through  site  preparation  and 
reforestation.  The  dead  and  damaged 
trees  will  rapidly  deteriorate  due  to 
insect  attacl^  and  spread  of  blue  stain 
funm. 

Tne  forest  types  destroyed  in  the 
storm  are  as  foUows;  shortleaf  pine  pine 
42  acres,  shortleaf  pine-oak  40  acres, 
hardwood-pine  65  acres,  hemlock- 
hardwood  110  acres  and  hardwood  111 
acres. 

Following  salvage  of  approximately 
900  thousand  board  feet  of  timber  these 
areas  will  need  to  be  reforested.  Site 
preparation  by  chainsaw  felling  for 
natural  regeneration  of  hardwood  will 
occur  on  approximately  330  acres.  Site 
preparation  by  chainsaw  felling  and 
prescribed  burning  followed  by  hand 
plating  shortleaf  pine  will  occur  on 
approximately  37  acres. 

Analysis  is  currently  under  way  on  a 
proposed  action  to  salvage  dead  or 
heavily  damaged  trees  and  to 
rehabilitate  the  damaged  stands.  The 
analysis  includes  the  methods  of 
harvest,  site  preparation,  and 
reforestation.  The  environmental 
docmnent  and  biological  evaluation 
being  prepared  will  disclose  the  effects 
of  the  proposed  action  on  the 
environment,  document  public 
involvement,  and  address  the  issues 
raised  by  the  public.  Given  the  present 
condition  of  the  damaged  timber  the 
need  for  action  is  critical.  Any  delay 
will  result  in  losses  to  presently 
merchantable  timber  and  will  make 
subsequent  rehabilitation  efforts  more 
difficult. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Ralph  F.  Mantma, 

Acting  Regional  Forester. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20945  Filed  9-27-93:  8:45  am] 
BHUNO  CODE  3410-11-M 


Exemption  of  West  Moores  Road 
Salvage  Timber  Sale  From  Appeal; 

Idaho  Panhandle  National  Forests,  ID 

AGENCY:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notification  that  a  salvage 
timber  sale  project  designed  to  recover 
down,  dead,  and  dying  timber  is 
exempted  from  appeals  imder 
provisions  of  36  CTR  part  217. 

summary:  Insects  and  disease,  along 
with  scattered  windthrown  trees, 
drought  conditions  and  the  maturity  of 
timber  stands  in  the  Moores  Creek 
Drainage  on  the  Priest  Lake  Ranger 
District,  Idaho  Panhandle  National 
Forests,  has  caused  significant  tree 
mortality.  The  Priest  Lake  District 
Ranger  has  proposed  r^abilitation 
activities  designed  to  salvage  dead, 
down  and  dying  timber  and  contribute 
towards  watershed  recovery  in  the 
Moores  Creek  Drainage.  The  District 
Ranger  has  determined,  through  an 
interdisciplinary  process  documented  in 
the  West  Moore  Road  Salvage  Timber 
Sale  Decision  Memo  and  project  file, 
that  there  is  good  cause  to  expedite 
these  actions  to  recover  damaged 
resources  and  rehabilitate  National 
Forest  System  lands.  Salvage  of  this 
type  of  timber  must  be  accomplished 
quickly  to  avoid  further  losses  of  the 
resource  and  to  contribute  to  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  watershed  and 
fishery  resources. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  on  August  30, 
1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kent  Dunstan,  Priest  Lake  District 
Ranger;  Idaho  Panhandle  National 
Forests;  HCR  5,  Box  207;  Priest  River,  ED 
83856.  Telephone:  208-443-2512. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Root 
disee^s,  bark  beetles,  white  pine  blister 
rust  and  stem  decays,  in  association 
with  the  scattered  windthrown  trees, 
drought  conditions  and  the  maturity  of 
the  stands,  have  caused  significant  tree 
mortality  in  the  upper  portion  of  the 
Moores  Creek  drainage.  The  project  area 
is  located  within  Management  Area  1 
and  designated  by  the  Idaho  Panhandle 
National  Forests  Plan  as  suitable 
timberland. 

The  District  Ranger  has  proposed  the 
salvage  harvest  of  the  dead  and 
damaged  timber.  This  proposal  is 
designed  to  meet  the  following  needs; 

(1)  Salvage  dead  and  dying  timber  while 
it  still  has  maximum  commercial  value, 

(2)  expedite  watershed  rehabilitation, 

(3)  improve  the  current  health  and  vigor 
of  the  timber  stands,  and  (4)  decrease 
wildfire  hazard  by  reducing  fuel 
loading. 

In  January  of  1993,  an 
interdisciplinary  team  was  convened. 


and  scoping  begem.  It  was  determined 
that  the  activities  had  no  extraordinary 
circumstances  and  could  be 
categorically  excluded  from 
documentation  in  an  environmental 
impact  statement  or  environmental 
assessment,  (FSH  1909.15,  31.2  (4)).  The 
proposed  action  will  salvage 
approximately  600  MBF  of 
merchantable  timber.  Harvesting  will  be 
done  from  existing  roads,  no  new  roads 
will  be  constructed  or  reconstructed. 

The  sale  and  accompanying  work  is 
designed  to  accomplish  the  objectives  as 
quickly  as  possible  to  recover 
merchantable  sawtimber  before  it 
deteriorates  and  removal  becomes 
infeasible.  To  expedite  implementation 
of  this  decision,  procedures  outlined  in 
36  CFR  217.4(a)(ll)  are  being  followed. 
Under  this  regulation  the  following  may 
be  exempt  from  appeal: 

"Decisions  related  to  rehabilitation  of 
National  Forest  System  lands  and  the 
recovery  of  Forest  Resources  from  natural 
disasters  or  other  natural  phenomena  *  *  * 
when  the  Regional  Forester  •  *  •  determines 
and  gives  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  that 
good  causes  exists  to  exempt  such  decisions 
from  review  under  this  part." 

Based  on  the  information  presented  in 
the  District  Ranger’s  project  file  and 
Decision  Memo  for  tffis  project,  I  have 
determined  that  good  cause  exists  to 
exempt  this  decision  from 
administrative  review.  Therefore,  upon 
publication  of  this  notice,  this  project 
will  not  be  subject  to  review  imder  36 
CFR  part  217. 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Christopher  D.  Risbrudt, 

Deputy  Regional  Forester,  Northern  Region, 
[FR  Doc.  93-20941  Filed  8-27-93: 8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  3410-11-M 


Exemption  of  South  Fork  Hill 
Blowdown  Salvage  Timber  Sale  From 
Appeal;  Kootenai  National  Foreet,  MT 

AGENCY:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notification  that  a  timber 
salvage  and  rehabilitation  project 
designed  to  recover  blown-down  timber 
is  exempt  from  appeal  tmder  provisions 
of  36  CFR  part  217. 

SUMMARY:  On  October  16, 1991, 
imusually  strong  winds  in  localized' 
areas  across  the  Rexford  Ranger  District, 
Kootenai  National  Forest,  produced 
areas  of  wind-thrown  timl^r.  The 
Rexford  District  Ranger  proposed  a 
salvage  timber  sale  to  recover  damaged 
sawtimber  in  the  affected  area. 

The  District  Ranger  has  determined, 
through  a  Decision  Memo  and 
environmental  analysis  in  the 
supporting  project  file,  that  there  is 
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good  cause  to  expedite  these  actions  to 
rehabilitate  National  Forest  System 
lands  and  recover  damaged  resources. 
Salvage  of  commercial  sawtimber 
within  the  area  affected  must  be 
accomphshed  quickly  to  avoid  further 
deterioration  of  sawtimber  and  to 
reduce  the  risk  of  wildfire. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  on  August  30, 
1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Drew  Bellon,  Rexford  District  Ranger; 
Kootenai  National  Forest:  1299  HV^.  93 
North;  Eureka,  MT  59917.  Telephone 
406-296-2536. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Severe 
windstorms  in  the  fall  of  1991  damaged 
approximately  25  acres  of  timber  in  ^e 
South  Fork  Hill  area  on  the  Rexford 
Ranger  District.  The  wind-thrown 
timber  is  located  within  lands 
designated  as  suitable  for  timber 
management  and  assigned  to 
Management  Area  12  in  the  Kootenai 
Forest  Plan.  In  the  winter  of  1991,  the 
Rexford  District  Ranger  proposed 
salvage  of  wind-damaged  timber  in  the 
South  Fork  Hill  area.  The  proposal  is 
designed  to  meet  the  following  needs: 

(1)  Recover  dead  and  dying  timber 
before  it  loses  its  commercial  value,  (2) 
rehabilitate  the  affected  timber  stands, 
and  (3)  reduce  the  potential  for  wildfire 
by  reducing  fuel  loading. 

An  intermsciplinary  team  was 
convened,  and  scoping  began  in  1992. 
Two  alternatives  were  an^yzed;  no 
treatment  (no  action)  and  a  salvage  and 
rehabilitation  proposal  (proposed 
action).  The  selected  alternative  will 
salvage  approximately  130  MBF  of  dead 
and  damaged  timber  from 
approximately  25  acres.  All  salvage 
areas  are  accessible  from  existing  roads; 
no  road  construction  or  reconstruction 
will  occur. 

The  sale  and  accompanying  work  is 
designed  to  accomplish  the  objectives  as 
quickly  as  possible  to  reduce  the  fuel 
acciunulations  and  to  recover 
merchantable  sawtimber  before  it 
deteriorates  and  removal  becomes 
infeasible.  To  expedite  implementation 
of  this  decision,  procedures  outlined  in 
36  CFR  217.4(a)(ll)  are  being  followed. 
Under  this  Regulation  the  following 
may  be  exempt  from  appeal; 

"Decision  related  to  rehabilitation  of 
National  Forest  System  lands  and  recovery  of 
forest  resources  resulting  from  natural 
disasters  or  other  natural  phenomena,  such 
as  *  *  *  severe  wind  •  *  •  when  the 
Regional  Forester  •  •  •  determines  and 
gives  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  that  good 
cause  exists  to  exempt  such  decisions  fr^ 
.eview  under  this  part." 

Based  upon  the  information  presented 
in  the  South  Fork  Hill  Blowdown 


Salvage  Timber  Sale  project  file  and 
Decision  Memo,  I  have  determined  that 
good  cause  exists  to  exempt  this 
decision  from  administrative  review. 
Therefore,  upon  pubUcation  of  this 
notice,  this  project  will  not  be  subject  to 
review  rmder  36  CFR  part  217. 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Christopher  D.  Rishnidt, 

Deputy  Regional  Forester.  Northern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.  93-20943  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  S410-11-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Agency  Information  Collection  Under 
Review  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Bud^  (0MB) 

DOC  has  submitted  to  OMB  for 
clearance  the  following  proposal  for 
collection  of  information  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

Agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

Title:  Recruitment  Follow-up 
Questionnaire. 

Form  Number:  Agency:  N/A.  OMB 
Number;  New. 

Type  of  Request:  New. 

Burden:  1,000  respondents;  167 
reporting  hours.  Average  time  is  10 
minutes. 

Needs  and  Uses:  This  collection  will 
be  used  to  improve  recruiting  efficiency 
and  effectiveness  by  providing 
information  about  &e  reasons  why 
applicants  accept  or  decline  specific  job 
offers.  The  data  will  also  be  used  to 
evaluate  the  relative  effectiveness  of 
various  recruiting  activities  and  to 
identify  the  relative  attractiveness  of 
various  aspects  of  the  job  and  working 
conditions. 

Affected  Public:  Individuals. 

Fluency:  On  Occasion. 

Respondent’s  Obligation:  Volimtary. 

OMB  Desk  Officer:  Gary  Waxman 
(202)  395-7340. 

Copies  of  the  above  information 
collection  proposal  can  be  obtained  by 
calling  or  ivriting  DOC  Clearance 
Officer,  Edward  Michals,  (202)  482- 
3271,  Department  of  Commerce,  room 
5327, 14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20230. 

Written  comments  and 
recommendations  for  the  proposed 
information  collection  should  be  sent  to 
Gary  Waxman,  OMB  Desk  Officer,  room 
3208,  New  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Edward  Michals, 

Departmental  Qearance  Officer,  Office  of 
Management  and  Organization. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21007  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  3610-CW-M 


Agency  Information  Collection  Under 
Review  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Bud^  (OMB) 

DOC  has  submitted  to  OMB  for 
clearance  the  following  proposal  for 
collection  of  information  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

Agency:  Technology  Administration. 

Title:  Nominations  for  the  National 
Technology  Medal. 

Form  Number:  Agency:  N/A  OMB  #: 
0692-6001. 

Type  of  Request:  Reinstatement. 

Burden:  Reporting  Requirement:  125 
respondents  totalling  375  hours. 

Average  reporting  time  is  three  hours. 

Needs  and  Uses:  The  nominating 
forms  associated  with  this  annual 
Presidential  Medal  contain  information 
that  is  necessary  in  order  to  select  no 
more  than  12  of  the  Nation’s 
outstanding  contributors  to  the 
promotion  of  technology  for  the 
improvement  of  this  country’s 
competitiveness. 

Affected  Public:  Individuals, 
businesses,  non-profit  institutions. 
Federal  agencies  or  employees  and 
small  businesses  or  organizations. 

Frequency:  Annually. 

Respondent’s  Obligation:  Required  to 
obtain  a  benefit. 

OMB  Desk  Officer:  Maya  A.  Bernstein 
(202)  395-3785. 

Copies  of  the  above  information 
collection  proposal  can  be  obtained  by 
calling  or  writing  DOC  Clearance 
Officer.  Edward  Michals,  (202)  482- 
3271,  Department  of  Commerce,  room 
5327, 14ffi  and  Constitution  Avenue. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20230. 

Written  comments  and 
recommendations  for  the  proposed 
information  collection  should  be  sent  to 
Maya  A.  Bernstein,  OMB  Desk  Officer, 
room  3235,  New  Executive  Office 
Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Edward  Michals, 

Departmental  Clearance  Officer,  Office  of 
Management  and  Organization. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21008  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  351&-CW-M 


Bureau  of  Export  Administration 

Materials  Technical  Advisory 
Committee;  Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Materials  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  will  be  held 
September  23, 1993, 10:30  a.m.  at  the 
Herbert  C.  Hoover  Building,  room  6512, 
14th  St.  &  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW.. 
Washington,  DC.  The  Committee 
advises  the  Office  of  Technology  and 
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Policy  Analysis  with  respect  to 
technical  questions  that  affect  the  level 
of  export  controls  applicable  to 
materials  or  technology. 

Agenda 

General  Session 

1.  Opening  remarks  by  the  Chairman. 

2.  Introduction  of  members  and  visitors. 

3  Presentation  of  papers  or  comments  by  the 
public. 

Executive  Session 

4.  Discussion  of  matters  properly  classified 
under  Executive  Order  12356,  dealing 
with  the  U.S.  and  COCOM  control 
programs  and  strategic  criteria  related 
thereto. 

The  General  Session  of  the  meeting 
will  be  open  to  the  public  and  a  limited 
number  of  seats  will  be  available.  To  the 
extent  time  permits,  members  of  the 
public  may  present  oral  statements  to 
the  Committee.  Written  statements  may 
be  submitted  at  any  time  before  or  after 
the  meeting.  However,  to  facilitate 
distribution  of  public  presentation 
materials  to  the  Committee  members, 
presentation  materials  should  be 
forwarded  two  weeks  prior  to  the 
meeting  to  the  address  below:  Ms.  Betty 
Anne  Ferrell,  ODAS/EA/BXA,  room 
1621,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  DC  20230. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  delegate  of  the  General  Counsel, 
formally  determined  on  May  1, 1992, 
pursuant  to  section  10(d)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  as  amended, 
that  the  series  of  meetings  or  portions  of 
meetings  of  the  Committee  and  of  any 
Subcommittee  thereof,  dealing  with  the 
classified  materials  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552(c)(1)  shall  be  exempt  from  the 
provisions  relating  to  public  meetings 
found  in  section  10(a)(1)  and  (a)(3)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 
The  remaining  series  of  meetings  or 
portions  thereof  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

A  copy  of  the  Notice  of  Determination 
to  close  meetings  or  portions  of 
meetings  of  the  Committee  is  available 
for  public  inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Central  Reference  and  Records 
Inspection  Facility,  room  6020,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
DC.  For  further  information  or  copies  of 
the  minutes  call  (202)  482-2583. 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Betty  Anne  Ferrell, 

Director,  TAG  Unit. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21009  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUMG  CODE  3610-OT-4I 


International  Trade  Administration 

[A-583-822] 

Initiation  of  Antidumping  Duty 
Investigation:  Class  150  Stainless 
Steel  Threaded  Pipe  Fittings  From 
Taiwan 

AGENCY:  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  30,  1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michelle  A.  Frederick  or  David  J. 
Goldberger,  Office  of  Antidumping 
Investigations,  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration, 

U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  14th 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20230;  telephone:  (202) 
482-0186  or  (202) 482-4136, 
respectively. 

INITIATION  OF  INVESTIGATION: 

The  Petition 

On  August  2, 1993,  we  received  a 
petition  filed  in  proper  form  by  Capitol 
Manufacturing  Company  and  Alloy 
Stainless  Products  Co.,  Inc.  (petitioners). 
At  the  request  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (the  Department),  petitioners 
filed  a  supplement  to  the  petition  to 
correct  methodological  errors  and 
support  the  data  presented  on  August 
16, 1993  In  accordance  with  19  CFR 
353.12,  petitioners  allege  that  class  150 
stainless  steel  threaded  pipe  fittings 
(SST  Pipe  Fittings)  from  Taiwan  are 
being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold  in  the 
United  States  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  section  731  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (the  Act), 
and  that  these  imports  are  materially 
injuring,  or  threaten  material  injury  to, 
a  U.S,  industry. 

Petitioners  have  stated  that  they  have 
standing  to  file  the  petition  because  they 
are  interested  parties,  as  defined  under 
section  771(9)(C)  of  the  Act,  and 
because  the  petition  is  filed  on  behalf  of 
the  U.S.  industry  producing  the  product 
subject  to  these  investigations.  If  any 
interested  party,  as  described  under 
paragraphs  (C),  (D),  (E),  or  (F)  of  section 
771(9)  of  the  Act,  wishes  to  register 
support  for,  or  opposition  to,  this 
petition,  it  should  file  a  written 
notification  with  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Import  Administration. 

Scope  of  Investigation 

The  products  covered  by  this 
investigation  are  Class  150  SST  pipe 
fittings,  defined  as  cast  or  forged 
stainless  steel  products  used  to  connect 
pipe  sections  with  an  ability  to 
withstand  normal  pressure  service  (150 
poxmds  per  square  inch  (psi)  at  350 


degrees  Fahrenheit  and  300  psi  at  -  20 
to  150  degrees  Fahrenheit)  as  well  as 
resistance  to  corrosion  or  extreme 
temperatures,  or  prevention  of  metallic 
contamination  to  materials  in  the 
system.  Included  in  the  scope  of  this 
investigation  are  both  finished  and 
unfinished  Class  150  SST  pipe  fittings 
of  any  size.  Unfinished  class  150  SST 
pipe  fittings  are  defined  as  those 
products  that  have  been  advanced  after 
casting  or  forging,  but  which  require 
threading  and  machining  to  finish  the 
fittings;  finished  class  150  SST  pipe 
fittings  are  defined  as  those  products 
that  have  been  formed  in  the  shape  of 
elbows,  tees,  reducers,  etc.  and  have 
been  further  advanced  after  casting  or 
forging,  and  require  no  further 
processing  to  be  acceptable  as  a  finished 
product  to  the  end  user.  Class  150  SST 
pipe  fittings  are  composed  of  alloys 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  304  and 
316,  and  are  manufactured  in  the  shape 
of  90-degree  elbows,  45-degree  elbows, 
street  elbows,  tees,  crosses,  couplings, 
reducing  couplings,  half-couplings, 
caps,  square  head  plugs,  hex  head  plugs, 
hex  bushings,  unions,  locknuts,  and 
welding  spuds.  Excluded  from  the  scope 
of  investigation  are  SST  pipe  fittings 
manufactured  in  the  shape  of  nipples. 

The  products  under  investigation  are 
currently  classifiable  under  subheadings 
7307.19.9030,  7307.19.9060, 
7307.19.9080,  7307  22.1000, 
7307.22.5000,  and  7307.29.0090  of  the 
Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule  of  the 
United  States  (HTSUS).  Although  the 
HTSUS  subheadings  are  provided  for 
convenience  and  customs  purposes,  our 
written  description  of  the  scope  of  these 
investigations  is  dispositive. 

United  States  Price  and  Foreign  Market 
Value 

Petitioners  based  U.S.  price  (USP)  on 
c.i.f.  U.S.  port  prices  quoted  from  a 
Taiwanese  manufacturer/exporter  of 
SST  pipe  fittings  to  an  unrelated  U.S. 
customer.  Petitioners  calculated  USP  by 
subtracting  movement  charges,  based  on 
an  ocean  freight  quote  for  transporting 
pipe  fittings  from  Taipei  to  Baltimore, 
and  adding  a  five  percent  value-added 
t£ix  (VAT)  to  USP.  We  recalculated  USP 
based  on  our  VAT  methodology 
described  below. 

Petitioners  based  foreign  market  value 
(FMV)  on  home  market  price  quotes  for 
identical  merchandise,  exclusive  of 
VAT,  contained  in  a  market  survey.  The 
prices  in  the  survey  were  delivered 
prices.  Petitioners  calculated  FMV  by 
subtracting  movement  charges  and 
home  market  credit,  and  adding  VAT. 
FMV  was  then  converted  to  U.S.  dollars 
using  a  contemporaneous  exchange  rate 
found  in  the  Pittsburgh  Post-Gazette. 
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Petitioners,  in  order  to  estimate  the 
home  market  movement  charges, 
calculated  an  average  fireight  charge  per 
kilogram  based  on  information 
contained  in  the  public  version  of  a 
recent  questionnaire  response  involving 
similar  products  from  Taiwan. 

Petitioners  reduced  this  freight  charge 
by  ten  percent  to  adjust  for  ranging  in 
the  public  version.  When  we 
recalculated  home  market  freight 
charges  using  petitioners'  methodology, 
however,  we  increased  the  average 
freight  charge  by  ten  percent  to  be 
conservative  in  our  calculation  of  a 
deduction  from  home  market  price. 

In  addition,  we  made  corrections  to 
petitioners’  calculations  by  making  a 
circumstance  of  sate  adjustment  for 
differences  in  credit  expenses  and.  in 
accordance  with  Gray  Portland  Cement 
and  Clinker  from  Mexico:  Final  Results 
of  Antidumping  Duty  Administrative 
Review  (58  FR  25803,  April  28. 1993), 
we  calculated  the  amount  of  VAT  which 
would  be  applicable  to  home  market 
sales  and  added  the  resulting  amount  to 
both  USP  and  FMV. 

The  range  of  dumping  margins  based 
on  price-to-price  comparisons  for  SST 
pipe  fittings  horn  Taiwan  based  on  our 
recalculation  is  2.84  to  146.89  percent. 

Critical  Circumstances 

Petitioners,  in  accordance  with 
section  733(e)  of  the  Act.  allege  the 
existence  of  critical  circumstances  with 
regard  to  imports  of  SST  Pipe  Fittings 
from  Taiwan.  Because  petitioners  did 
not  support  their  allegation  in 
accordance  with  19  CFR  353.16(a).  we 
will  not  investigate  whether  critical 
circumstances  exist  at  this  time. 
Petitioners  may  amend  their  allegation, 
however,  such  an  amendment  must  be 
made  no  later  than  21  days  before  the 
date  of  the  final  determination. 

Initiation  of  Investigation 

We  have  examined  the  petition  for 
SST  Pipe  Fittings  from  Taiwan,  as 
amended,  and  l^ve  found  that  it  meets 
the  requirements  of  section  732(b)  of  the 
Act.  Therefore,  we  are  initiating  an 
antidumping  duty  investigation  to 
determine  whether  imports  of  SST  Pipe 
Fittings  from  Taiwan  are  being,  or  are 
likely  to  be.  sold  in  the  United  States  at 
less  than  fair  value.  If  this  investigation 
proceeds  normally,  we  will  make  our 
preliminary  determination  by  January 
10. 1994. 

ITC  Notification 

Section  732(d)  of  the  Act  requires  us 
to  notify  the  International  Trade 
Commission  (ITC)  of  these  actions  and 
we  have  done  so. 


Preliminary  Determinations  by  the  FTC 

The  ITC  will  determine  by  September 
16, 1993,  whether  there  is  a  reasonable 
indication  that  imports  of  pipe  fittings 
from  Taiwan  are  materially  injuring,  or 
threaten  material  injury  to,  a  U.S. 
industry.  A  negative  ITC  determination 
in  this  investigation  will  result  in  its 
termination;  otherwise,  the  investigation 
will  proceed  according  to  statutory  and 
regulatory  time  limits. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
section  732(c)(2)  of  the  Act  and  19  CPTl 
353.13(b). 

Dated:  August  23. 1993. 

Joseph  A.  Spetrini, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21010  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNG  CODE  3S10-OS-P 


[A-823-802.  A-842-802] 

Antidumping  Duty  Order:  Uranium 
From  Ukraine;  Termination  of 
Investigation:  Uranium  From  Tajikistan 

AGENCY:  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
Department  of  Commerce. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  30.  1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lawrence  P.  Sullivan  or  Carole  A. 
Showers,  Office  of  CountervaiUng 
Investigations.  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  room  3099, 14th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue.  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20230:  telephone  (202)  482-0114  or 
482-3217,  respectively. 

Antidumping  Duty  Order 

In  accordance  with  section  735(a)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930.  as  amended  (the 
Act)  (19  U.S.C.  1673d(a)).  on  June  28. 
1993,  the  Department  of  Commerce  (the 
Department)  made  its  final 
determinations  that  imports  of  uranium 
from  Ukraine  and  Tajikistan  are  being, 
or  are  likely  to  be.  sold  in  the  United 
States  at  less  than  fair  value  (LTFV)  (58 
FR  36640,  July  8. 1993).  On  August  16. 
1993,  in  accordance  with  section  735(d) 
of  the  Acti  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission  (ITC)  notified  the 
Department  of  its  final  determinations 
regarding  Ukraine  and  Tajikistan.  The 
ITC  determined  that  imports  of  uranium 
from  Tajikistan  are  not  materially 
injuring,  nor  threatening  material  injury 
to,  the  U.S.  industry.  The  ITC  also 
determined  that  imports  of  uranium, 
other  than  highly  enriched  uranium 
(HEU)  (see  scope  description  below), 
from  Ukraine  threaten  material  injury  to 
the  U.S.  industry.  Pursuant  to 
735(b)(4)(B)  of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C. 
1673d(b)(4)(B)).  the  ITC  further 


examined  whether  material  injury 
would  have  been  found  but  for  the 
suspension  of  liquidation  of  the 
merchandise.  The  ITC  determined  that 
such  was  not  the  case. 

When  the  ITC  finds  threat  of  material 
injury,  and  makes  a  negative  “but  for” 
finding,  the  “Special  Rule”  provision  of 
section  736(b)(2)  applies.  The 
Department  will  direct  the  U.S.  Customs 
Service  to  terminate  the  suspension  of 
liquidation  for  all  entries  of  uranium 
from  Ukraine,  entered  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse  for  consumption  before 
the  date  on  which  the  ITC  publishes  its 
final  affirmative  determination  of  threat 
of  material  injury  in  the  Federal 
Register  (currently  scheduled  for 
August  25. 1993),  and  to  release  any 
bond  or  other  security,  and  refund  any 
cash  deposit  posted  to  secure  the 
payment  of  estimated  antidumping 
duties  with  respect  to  those  entries.  For 
entries  of  uranium,  other  than  HEU.  on 
or  after  that  date,  the  U.S.  Customs 
officers  must  require,  at  the  same  time 
as  importers  would  normally  deposit 
estimated  duties  on  this  merchandise,  a 
cash  deposit  of  129.29  percent  ad 
valorem. 

In  accordance  with  section  736  of  the 
Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673eJ,  the  Department 
will  direct  U.S.  Customs  officers  to 
assess,  upon  further  advice  by  the 
administering  authority  pursuant  to 
section  736(a)(1)  of  the  Act, 
antidumping  duties  equal  to  the  amount 
by  which  the  foreign  market  value  of  the 
merchandise  exceeds  the  United  States 
price  for  all  entries  of  uranium,  other 
than  HEU,  from  Ukraine.  These 
antidumping  duties  will  be  assessed  on 
all  unliquidated  entries  of  uranium, 
other  than  HEU,  from  Ukraine  which 
were  entered,  or  withdrawn  from 
warehouse,  for  consumption,  on  or  after 
the  date  of  publication  of  the  final  ITC 
determination. 

In  accordance  with  section  736(a)(1) 
of  the  Act.  the  Department  hereby 
directs  U.S.  Customs  officers  to 
discontinue  suspension  of  liquidation 
for  antidumping  duty  purposes  as  of  the 
date  of  publication  of  the  ITC’s  notice  of 
its  negative  final  determination  on 
entries  of  uranium  from  Tajikistan  and 
HEU  from  Ukraine.  In  addition.  U.S. 
Customs  officers  will  refund  all  deposits 
of  estimated  antidumping  duties  on 
entries  of  uranium  from  Tajikistan  and 
HEU  from  Ukraine  and  release  all  bonds 
posted  on  this  merchandise. 

This  notice  constitutes  an 
antidumping  duty  order  with  respect  to 
uranium,  other  than  HEU.  from  Ukraine 
pursuant  to  section  736  of  the  Act  (19 
U.S.C.  section  1673e).  Interested  parties 
may  contact  the  Central  Records  Unit, 
room  B-099.  Import  Administration. 
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U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  14th 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20230,  for  copies  of  an 
updated  list  of  orders  currently  in  effect. 

Scope  of  the  Order 

The  products  covered  by  this  order 
constitute  the  following  “class  or  kind” 
of  merchandise,  as  outlined  below. 
Although  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (HTS) 
subheadings  are  provided  for 
convenience  and  customs  piuposes,  our 
written  descriptions  of  the  scope  of 
these  proceedings  are  dispositive. 

Uranium  Other  Than  HEU 

The  merchandise  covered  by  these 
investigations  includes  natural  uranium 
in  the  form  of  uranium  ores  and 
concentrates;  natmal  uranium  metal  and 
natural  uranium  compounds;  alloys, 
dispersions  (including  cermets),  ceramic 
products  and  mixtures  containing 
natural  uranium  or  natural  uranium 
compounds;  uranium  enriched  in  U235 
and  its  compounds;  alloys,  dispersions 
(including  cermets),  ceramic  products, 
and  mixtures  containing  uranium 
enriched  in  U235  or  compounds  of 
uranium  enriched  in  U235.  Low 
enriched  uranium  (LEU)  is  included 
within  the  scope  of  this  order;  HEU  is 
not.  LEU  is  uranium  enriched  in  U235  to 
a  level  of  up  to  20  percent,  while  HEU 
is  uranium  enriched  in  U235  to  a  level 
of  20  percent  or  more.  The  uranium 
subject  to  these  investigations  is 
provided  for  under  subheadings 
2612.10.00.00,  2844.10.10.00, 
2844.10.20.10,  2844.10.20.25, 
2844.10.20.50,  2844.10.20.55, 
2844.10.50.00,  2844.20.00.10, 
2844.20.00.20,  2844.20.00.30,  and 
2844.20.00.50,  of  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  (HTS). 

Since  the  preliminary  determination, 
the  Department  has  clarified  the  scope 
of  this  investigation.  “Milling”  or 
“conversion”  performed  in  a  third 
country  does  not  change  the  country  of 
origin  for  purposes  of  this  order.  Milling 
consists  of  processing  mranium  ore  into 
uranium  concentrate.  Conversion 
consists  of  transforming  uranium 
concentrate  into  natural  uranium 
hexafluoride  (UFe).  Since  milling  or 
conversion  does  not  change  the  country 
of  origin,  uranium  ore  or  concentrate  of 
Ukrainian  origin  that  is  subsequently 
milled  and/or  converted  in  a  third 
country  will  still  be  considered  of 
Ukrainian  origin  and  subject  to 
antidumping  duties.  The  Department 
continues  to  regard  enrichment  of 
uranium  as  conferring  country  of  origin. 


Notice  of  Review 

In  accordance  with  section  751(a)(1) 
of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  section  1675(a)(1)), 
the  Department  will  publish  during  the 
anniversary  month  of  the  publication  of 
this  order,  notice  that  an  interested 
party,  as  defined  in  section  771(9)  of  the 
Act  (19  U.S.C.  1677(9))  and  19  CFR 
353. 2(k),  may  request,  in  accordance 
with  19  CFR  353.22,  that  the 
Department  conduct  an  administrative 
review  of  this  order.  For  further 
information  regarding  administrative 
review  procedures,  contact  Holly  Kuga 
at  (202)  482-2104,  Office  of 
Antidumping  Compliance. 

This  notice  is  puolished  in 
accordance  with  section  736(a)  of  the 
Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673e(a))  and  19  CFR 
353.21. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Joseph  A.  Spetrini, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  93-21011  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  3S10-OS-P 


United  States-Canada  Free-Trade 
Agreement,  Article  1904  Binational 
Panel  Reviews;  Request  for  Panel 
Review 

AGENCY:  United  States-Canada  Free- 
Trade  Agreement,  Binational 
Secretariat,  United  States  Section, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  first  request  for  Panel 
Review  filed  with  the  Canadian  Section 
of  the  Secretariat  oh  August  3, 1993. 

SUMMARY:  On  August  3, 1993, 

Bethlehem  Steel  Export  Corp.,  U.S, 

Steel,  a  Division  of  USX  Corp.,  National 
Steel  Corporation,  Inland  Steel 
Company,  and  LTV  Steel  Compeiny  filed 
a  Request  for  Panel  Review  with  the 
Canadian  Section  of  the  Binational 
Secretariat  pursuant  to  Article  1904  of 
the  United  States-Canada  Free  Trade 
Agreement.  Panel  review  was  requested 
of  the  final  affirmative  dumping 
determination  made  by  the  Deputy 
Minister  of  National  Revenue  for 
Customs  and  Excise  respecting  Certain 
Cold-rolled  Steel  Sheet  Originating  in  or 
Exported  from  the  United  States  of 
America.  Notice  of  this  determination 
was  published  in  the  Canada  Gazette  on 
June  29, 1993.  The  Binational 
Secretariat  has  assigned  Secretariat  File 
No.  CDA-93-1904-08  to  this  request. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  R.  Holbein,  United  States 
Secretary,  Binational  Secretariat,  suite 
2061, 14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
Washington,  DC  20230,  (202)  482-5438. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Chapter 
19  of  the  United  States-Canada  Free- 
Trade  Agreement  (“Agreement”) 
establishes  a  mechanism  to  replace 
domestic  judicial  review  of  final 
determination  in  antidumping  and 
countervailing  duty  cases  involving 
imports  fi'om  the  other  coimtry  with 
review  by  independent  binational 
panels.  When  a  Request  for  Panel 
Review  is  filed,  a  panel  is  established  to 
act  in  place  of  national  courts  to  review 
expeditiously  the  final  determination  to 
determine  whether  it  conforms  with  the 
antidumping  or  countervailing  duty  law 
of  the  country  that  made  the 
determination. 

Under  Article  1904  of  the  Agreement, 
which  came  into  force  on  January  1, 

1989,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Government  of  Canada 
established  Rules  of  Procedures  for 
Article  1904  Binational  Panel  Reviews 
(“Rules”).  These  Rules  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  December  30, 
1988  (53  FR  53212).  The  Rules  were 
amended  by  Amendments  to  tlie  Rules 
of  Procedure  for  Article  1904  Binational 
Panel  Reviews,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  27, 1989  (54  FR 
53165).  The  Rules  were  further 
amended  and  a  consolidated  version  of 
the  amended  Rules  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  15, 1992  (57 
FR  26698).  The  panel  review  in  this 
matter  will  be  conducted  in  accordance 
with  these  Rules,  as  amended. 

Rule  35(2)  requires  each  Secretary  of 
the  FTA  Binational  Secretariat  to 
publish  a  notice  that  a  first  Request  for 
Panel  Review  has  been  received.  A  first 
Request  for  Panel  Review  was  filed  with 
the  Canadian  Section  of  the  Binational 
Secretariat,  pursuant  to  Article  1904  of 
the  Agreement,  on  August  3, 1993, 
requesting  panel  review  of  the  final 
dumping  determination  described 
above. 

Rule  35(l)(c)  of  the  Rules  provides 
that: 

(a)  A  Party  or  interested  person  may 
challenge  the  final  determination  in 
whole  or  in  part  by  filing  a  Complaint 
in  accordance  with  Rule  39  within  30 
days  after  the  filing  of  the  first  Request 
for  Panel  Review  (the  deadline  for  filing 
a  Complaint  is  September  2, 1993); 

(b)  A  Party,  investigating  authority  or 
interested  person  that  does  not  file  a 
Complaint  but  that  intends  to  appear  in 
support  of  any  reviewable  portion  of  the 
final  determination  may  participate  in 
the  panel  review  by  filing  a  Notice  of 
Appearance  in  accordance  with  Rule  40 
within  45  days  after  the  filing  of  the  first 
Request  for  Panel  Review  (the  deadline 
for  filing  a  Notice  of  Appearance  is 
September  17, 1993);  and 
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(c)  The  panel  review  shall  he  limited 
to  the  allegations  of  error  of  fact  or  law, 
including  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
investigating  authority,  that  are  set  out 
in  the  Complaints  filed  in  the  panel 
review  and  the  procedural  and 
substantive  defenses  raised  in  the  panel 
review. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Caratina  L.  Alston, 

Deputy  U.S.  Secretary.  FTA  Binational 
Secretariat. 

[FR  Doc.  93-21014  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  ami 
BiUJNG  CODE  3S10-GT-M 


United  States-Canada  Free-Trade 
Agreement,  Article  1904  Binationai 
Panel  Reviews;  Notice  of  Completion 
of  Panel  Review 

AGENCY:  United  States-Canada  Free- 
Trade  Agreement,  Binational 
Secretariat,  United  States  Section, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  completion  of  Panel 
Review  in  the  matter  of  Live  Swine  from 
Canada,  Secretariat  File  No:  USA-91- 
1904-04. 

SUMMARY:  On  Jime  11, 1993,  the 
Binational  Panel  reviewing  the  final 
countervailing  duty  determination  made 
by  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Import  Administration,  issued  a 
decision  remanding  certain  issues  to 
Commerce  for  further  action  and 
affirming  all  other  issues.  On  July  16, 
1993,  the  Panel  issued  an  order 
affirming  all  aspects  of  Commerce’s 
Determination  on  Remand.  Pursuant  to 
Rule  81  of  the  Article  1904  Panel  Rules, 
the  binational  panel  review  described 
above  was  completed  on  August  16, 
1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  R.  Holbein,  United  States 
Secretary,  Binational  Secretariat,  suite 
2061,  14th  emd  Constitution  Avenue, 
Washington,  DC  20230,  (202)  482-5438. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Completion  of  Panel  Review  is  governed 
in  this  matter  by  Rule  81  of  the  Article 
1904  Panel  Rules,  as  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  30, 1988 
(53  FR  53212)  and  amended  by 
Amendments  to  the  Rules  of  Procedure 
for  Article  1904  Binational  Panel 
Reviews,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  27, 1989  (54  FR 
63165).  Under  that  rule,  “Where  a  panel 
issues  a  decision  *  *  *  that  affirms  the 
final  determination,  the  responsible 
Secretary  shall,  31  days  after  the 
decision  is  issued  and  if  no  request  for 
an  extraordinary  challenge  committee  is 


filed,  cause  to  be  published  in  the 
Canada  Gazette  and  the  Federal  Register 
a  Notice  of  Completion  of  Panel  Review, 
effective  on  the  31st  day.” 

The  panel  issued  the  order  referred  to 
in  Rule  81  above  on  July  16, 1993.  No 
request  for  an  extraordinary  challenge 
committee  was  filed  with  the  Secretariat 
within  30  days.  Therefore,  the  panel 
review  is  completed  effective  the  31st 
day  after  the  order,  August  16, 1993, 
and  the  panelists  are  hereby  discharged 
from  their  duties. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Caratina  L.  Alston, 

Deputy  U.S.  Secretaiy,  FTA  Binational 
Secretariat. 

[FR  Doc.  93-21013  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNG  CODE  3510-GT-M 


United  States-Canada  Free-Trade 
Agreement,  Article  1904  Binational 
Panel  Reviews;  Notice  of  Decision  of 
Panel 

AGENCY:  United  States-Canada  Free- 
Trade  Agreement,  Binational 
Secretariat,  United  States  Section, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  decision  of  Panel. 

SUMMARY:  On  August  16, 1993,  a 
Binational  Peinel  issued  its  decision  in 
the  review  of  the  Final  Affirmative 
Coimtervailing  Duty  Determination 
made  by  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
Import  Administration,  respecting  Pure 
Magnesium  and  Alloy  Magnesium  from 
Canada,  Secretariat  File  No.  USA-92- 
1904-03.  The  Binational  Panel 
remanded  the  final  determination  to  the 
Department  of  Commerce  for  further 
action  on  two  issues  and  affirmed  the 
determination  in  all  other  respects.  A 
copy  of  the  complete  panel  decision  is 
available  from  the  Binational 
Secretariat. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  R.  Holbein,  United  States 
Secretary,  Binational  Secretariat,  suite 
2061, 14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
Washington.  DC  20230,  (202)  377-5438. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Chapter 
19  of  the  United  States-Canada  Free- 
Trade  Agreement  (“Agreement”) 
establishes  a  mechanism  to  replace 
domestic  judicial  review  of  final 
determinations  in  antidumping  and 
countervailing  duty  cases  involving 
imports  fi’om  the  other  coimtry  with 
review  by  independent  binational 
panels.  When  a  Request  for  Panel 
Review  is  filed,  a  panel  is  established  to 
act  in  place  of  national  courts  to  review 
expeditiously  the  final  determination  to 


determine  whether  it  conforms  with  the 
antidumping  or  coimtervailing  duty  law 
of  the  country  that  made  the 
determination. 

Under  Article  1904  of  the  Agreement, 
which  came  into  force  on  January  1, 

1989,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Government  of  Canada 
established  Rules  of  Procedure  for 
Article  1904  Binational  Panel  Reviews 
(“Rules”).  These  Rules  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  December  30. 
1988  (53  FR  53212).  The  Rules  were 
amended  by  Amendments  to  the  Rules 
of  Procedure  for  Article  1904  Binational 
Panel  Reviews,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  27, 1989  (54  FR 
53165).  The  Rules  were  further 
amended  and  a  consolidated  version  of 
the  amended  Rules  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  15, 1992  (57 
FR  26698).  The  panel  review  in  this 
matter  was  conducted  in  accordance 
with  these  Rules. 

Background 

On  July  13, 1992,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  published  its  final 
determination  which  concluded  that 
countervailable  benefits  had  been 
provided  by  two  programs,  the  Quebec 
Industrial  Development  Program  (SDI) 
and  an  exemption  for  Norsk  Hydro 
Canada  Inc.  from  payment  of  water  bills. 
A  final  countervailing  duty  of  21.61  per 
cent  was  calculated.  Panel  review  under 
Article  1904  of  the  Agreement  was 
requested  on  August  10, 1992  by  the 
Government  of  Quebec. 

Panel  Decision 

On  August  16, 1993,  the  Binational 
Panel  remanded  the  final  determination 
to  the  Department  of  Commerce  for 
action  not  inconsistent  with  the  Panel’s 
decision  as  follows: 

Commerce  must  reconsider  the 
exercise  of  its  statutory  discretion  as  to 
whether  its  disproportionality  analysis 
should  be  conducted  on  an  enterprise  or 
industry  basis,  and  provide  the  Panel  a 
cogent  explanation  why  it  has  exercised 
its  discretion  in  a  given  manner:  and 

Concerning  the  appropriate  allocation 
period  for  grants  given  to  Norsk  Hydro 
for  the  purchase  of  pollution  control 
equipment,  Commerce  must  consider 
the  IRS  tables  and  the  producer  records, 
in  a  manner  that  satisfies  the  standard 
articulated  in  the  IPSCO  case  of  “an 
allocation  period  which  will  accurately 
reflect  the  commercial  and  competitive 
benefit  received  by  the  plaintiffs  in  this 
case,”  and  must  provide  a  satisfactory 
explanation  for  its  reasoning  in  support 
of  whatever  decision  it  reaches. 

The  Binational  Panel  instructed 
Commerce  to  provide  its  determination 
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on  remand  within  30  days  of  the  panel 
decision  (by  September  15, 1993). 

Dated;  August  23, 1993. 

Caratina  L.  Alston, 

Deputy  U.S.  Secretary,  FTA  Binational 
Secretariat. 

IFR  Doc.  93-21012  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  3510-GT-M 


Minority  Business  Development 
Agency 

Business  Development  Center 
Applications:  St.  Louis,  Missouri- 
lllinois  MSA  Service  Area 

AGENCY:  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  Executive 
Order  11625,  the  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency  (MBDA)  is 
soliciting  competitive  applications 
under  its  Minority  Business 
Development  Center  (MBDC)  program  to 
operate  an  MBDC  for  approximately  a  3 
year  period,  subject  to  Agency  priorities, 
recipient  performance  and  the 
availability  of  funds.  The  cost  of 
performance  for  the  first  budget  period 
(12  months)  is  estimated  at  $188,867  in 
Federal  funds,  and  a  minimum  of 
$33,329  in  non-federai  (cost-sharing) 
contributions.  Cost-sharing 
contributions  may  be  in  the  form  of  cash 
contributions,  client  fees,  in-kind 
contributions  or  combinations  thereof. 
The  period  of  performance  will  be  fi-om 
February  1, 1994  to  January  31, 1995. 

The  MBDC  will  operate  in  the  St.  Louis, 
Missouri  geographic  service  area.  The 
award  number  of  this  MBDC  will  be  07- 
10-94002-01. 

The  funding  instrument  for  the  MBDC 
will  be  a  cooperative  agreement. 
Competition  is  open  to  individuals, 
non-profit  and  for-profit  organizations, 
state  and  local  governments,  American 
Indian  tribes  and  educational 
institutions. 

The  MBDC  program  is  designed  to 
provide  business  development  services 
to  the  minority  business  commimity  for 
the  establishment  and  operation  of 
viable  minority  businesses.  To  this  end, 
MBDA  funds  organizations  that  can 
coordinate  and  broker  public  and 
private  resources  on  behalf  of  minority 
individuals  and  firms;  offer  a  full  range 
of  management  and  technical  assistance; 
and  serve  as  a  conduit  of  information 
and  assistance  regarding  minority 
business. 

Applications  will  be  evaluated 
initially  by  Regional  staff  on  the 
following  criteria:  the  experience  and 
capabilities  of  the  firm  and  its  staff  in 


addressing  the  needs  of  the  business 
community  in  general  and,  specifically, 
the  special  needs  of  minority 
businesses,  individuals  and 
organizations  (50  points);  the  resources 
available  to  the  firm  in  providing 
business  development  services  (10 
points);  the  firm’s  approach  (techniques 
and  methodology)  to  performing  the 
work  requirements  included  in  the 
application  (20  points);  and  the  firm’s 
estimated  cost  for  providing  such 
assistance  (20  points).  An  application 
must  receive  at  least  70%  of  the  points 
assigned  to  any  one  evaluation  criteria 
category  to  be  considered 
programmatically  acceptable  and 
responsive.  The  selection  of  an 
application  for  further  processing  by 
MBDA  will  be  made  by  the  Director 
based  on  a  determination  of  the 
application  most  likely  to  further  the 
purposes  of  the  MBDC  program.  The 
application  will  then  be  forwarded  to 
the  Department  for  final  processing  and 
approval,  if  appropriate.  The  Director 
will  consider  past  performance  of  the 
applicant  on  previous  Federal  awards. 

MBDCs  shml  be  required  to  contribute 
at  least  15%  of  the  total  project  cost 
through  non-federal  contributions.  To 
assist  them  in  this  effort,  MBDCs  may 
charge  client  fees  for  management  and 
technical  assistance  (M&TA)  rendered. 
Based  on  a  standard  rate  of  $50  per 
hour,  MBDCs  will  charge  client  fees  at 
20%  of  the  total  cost  for  firms  with  gross 
sales  of  $500,000  or  less  and  35%  of  the 
total  cost  for  firms  with  gross  sales  of 
over  $500,000. 

MBDCs  performing  satisfactorily  may 
continue  to  operate,  after  the  initial 
competitive  year  for  up  to  2  additional 
budget  periods.  MBDCs  with  year-to- 
date  “commendable”  and  “excellent” 
performance  ratings  may  continue  to  be 
funded  for  up  to  3  or  4  additional 
budget  periods,  respectively.  Under  no 
circumstances  shall  an  MBDC  be  funded 
for  more  than  5  consecutive  budget 
periods  without  competition.  Periodic 
reviews  culminating  in  year-to-date 
quantitative  and  qualitative  evaluations 
will  be  conducted  to  determine  if 
funding  for  the  project  should  continue. 
Continued  funding  will  be  at  the 
discretion  of  MBDA  based  on  such 
factors  as  an  MBDC’s  performance,  the 
availability  of  funds  and  Agency 
priorities. 

Aweird  recipients  and  subrecipients 
under  this  program  shall  be  subject  to 
all  Federal  Departmental  regulations, 
policies,  and  procedures  applicable  to 
Federal  assistance  awards. 

No  award  of  Federal  funds  shall  be 
made  to  an  applicant  who  has  an 
outstanding  delinquent  Federal  debt 
until  either  the.delinquent  account  is 


paid  in  full,  a  negotiated  repayment 
schedule  is  established  and  at  least  one 
payment  is  received,  or  other 
arrangements  satisfactory  to  the 
Department  of  Commerce  (DCXl)  are 
made. 

All  primary  applicants  must  submit  a 
completed  Form  CD-511, 

“Certifications  Regarding  Debarment, 
Suspension  and  Other  Responsibility 
Matters;  Drug-Free  Workplace 
Requirements  and  Lobbying”: 

Prospective  participants  (as  defined  at  15 
CFR  part  26,  section  105)  are  subject  to  15 
CFR  part  26,  "Nonprocurement  Debarment 
and  Suspension’’  and  the  related  section  of 
the  certification  form; 

Grantees  (as  defined  at  15  CFR  part  26, 
section  605)  are  subject  to  15  CFR  part  26, 
subpart  F,  "Government-wide  Requirements 
for  Drug-Free  Workplace  (Grants)”  and  the 
related  section  of  the  certification  form; 

Persons  (as  defined  at  15  CFR  part  28, 
section  105)  are  subject  to  the  lobbying 
provisions  of  31  U.S.C.  1352,  "Limitation  on 
use  of  appropriated  funds  to  influence 
certain  Federal  contracting  and  financial 
transactions,”  and  the  lobbying  section  of  the 
certification  form  which  applies  to 
appiicationsAiids  for  grants,  cooperative 
agreements,  and  contracts  for  more  than 
$100,000,  and  loans  and  loan  guarantees  for 
more  than  $1504)00,  or  the  single  family 
maximum  mortgage  limit  for  affected 
programs,  whichever  is  greater;  and 

Any  applicant  that  has  paid  or  will  pay  for 
lobbying  using  any  funds  must  submit  an 
SF-LLL,  "Disclosure  of  Lobbying  Activities,” 
as  required  under  15  CFR  part  28,  appendix 
B. 

Recipients  shall  require  applicants/ 
bidders  for  subgrants,  contracts, 
subcontracts,  or  other  lower  tier  covered 
transactions  at  any  tier  under  the  award 
to  submit,  if  applicable,  a  completed 
Form  CD-512,  “Certifications  Regarding 
Debarment,  Suspension,  Ineligibility 
and  Voluntary  Exclusion-Lower  Tier 
Covered  Transactionsand  Lobbying” 
and  disclosure  form,  SF-LLL, 
“Disclosure  of  Lobbying  Activities.” 
Form  CD-512  is  intended  for  the  use  of 
recipients  and  should  not  be  transmitted 
to  DOC.  SF-LLL  submitted  by  any  tier 
recipient  or  subrecipient  should  be 
submitted  to  DOC  in  accordance  with 
the  instructions  contained  in  the  award 
document. 

The  Departmental  Grants  Officer  may 
terminate  any  grants/cooperative 
agreement  in  whole  or  in  part  at  any 
time  before  the  date  of  completion 
whenever  it  is  determined  diat  the 
MBDC  has  failed  to  comply  with  the 
conditions  of  the  grant/cooperative 
agreement.  Examples  of  some  of  the 
conditions  which  can  cause  termination 
are  failure  to  meet  cost-sharing 
requirements:  unsatisfactory 
performance  of  MBDC  work 
requirements:  and  reporting  inaccurate 
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or  inflated  claims  of  client  assistance  or 
client  certification.  Such  inaccurate  or 
inflated  claims  may  be  deemed  illegal 
and  punishable  by  law. 

Unsatisfactory  performance  under 
prior  Federal  awards  may  result  in  an 
application  not  being  considered  for 
funding. 

If  applicants  incur  any  costs  prior  to 
an  award  being  made,  they  do  so  solely 
at  their  own  risk  of  not  being 
reimbursed  by  the  Government. 
Notwithstanding  any  verbal  assurance 
that  they  may  have  received,  there  is  no 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  cover  pre-award  costs. 

If  an  application  is  selected  for 
funding,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  has  no  obligation  to  provide 
any  additional  future  Ending  in 
connection  with  that  award.  Renewal  of 
an  award  to  increase  funding  or  extend 
the  period  of  performance  is  at  the  total 
discretion  of  the  Department. 

All  non-profit  and  for-profit 
applicants  are  subject  to  a  name  check 
review  process.  Name  checks  are 
intended  to  reveal  if  any  key  individuals 
associated  with  the  applicant  have  been 
convicted  of  or  is  presently  facing, 
criminal  charges  such  as  fiaud,  theft, 
perjury,  or  other  matters  which 
significantly  reflect  on  the  applicant’s 
management  honesty  or  financial 
integrity;  and  a  false  statement  on  an 
application  is  grounds  for  denial  or 
termination  of  funds  and  grounds  for 
possible  punishment  by  a  fine  or 
imprisonment  as  provided  in  18  U.S.C. 
1001. 

Closing  Date:  The  closing  date  for 
applications  is  October  6, 1993. 
Applications  must  be  postmarked  on  or 
before  October  6, 1993. 

ADDRESS:  Chicago  Regional  Office, 
Minority  Business  Development 
Agency,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
55  East  Monroe,  suite  1440,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60603. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  Vega,  Regional  Director,  Chicago 
Regional  Office. 

Address:  Chicago  Regional  Office, 

Minority  Business  Development 

Agency,  55  East  Monroe  Street,  suite 

1440,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  312/ 

353-0182. 

STATUTORY  AUTHORITY:  15  U.S.C.  1512. 
FUNDING  AUTHORITY:  Executive  Order 
11625,  October  13, 1971. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Anticipated  processing  time  of  this 
aweurd  is  120  days.  Executive  Order 
12372  “Intergovernmental  Review  of 
Federal  Programs”  is  not  applicable  to 
this  program.  A  pre-bid  conference  will 
be  held  on  September  15, 1993,  at  10 


a.m.  at  the  MBDA  Chicago  Regional 
Office.  Questions  concerning  the 
preceding  information,  copies  of 
application  kits  and  applicable 
regulations  can  be  obtained  at  the  above 
address. 

.11.800  Minority  Business  Development 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance) 
Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

David  Vega, 

Regional  Director,  Chicago  Regional  Office. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20940  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  3510-21-M 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  930532-3132] 

Guidelines  for  Nondiscretionary 
Financial  Assistance 

AGENCY:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration, 

Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration  (NOAA)  is 
proposing  guidelines  to  ensure  that 
applications  for  financial  assistance 
under  nondiscretionary  assistance 
programs  will  be  processed  and 
approved  or  disapproved  within  75  days 
after  submission  of  the  application;  that 
applicants  will  be  notified  within  14 
days  whether  their  application  is 
complete;  and  that  nondiscretionary 
assistance  may  be  provided  on  a  sole- 
source  basis.  After  considering 
comments  received  on  these  proposed 
guidelines,  NOAA  will  publish  final 
guidelines  in  the  Federal  Register. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
guidelines  must  be  received  on  or  before 
September  29, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
guidelines  should  be  sent  to:  Michael  J. 
Nelson,  Chief,  Grants  Management 
Division,  room  5426, 1325  East-West 
Highway,  Silver  Spring,  MD,  20910. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
David  Litton,  Chief,  Policy  &  Planning 
Branch,  Grants  Management  Division, 
room  5440, 1325  East-West  Highway, 
Silver  Spring,  MD,  20910;  telephone 
(301)  713-0942. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

authority  for  these  proposed  guidelines 
is  Public  Law  102-567,  section  404, 15 
U.S.C.  1539,  the  NOAA  Authorization 
Act  of  1992,  which  directed  that  the 
Secretary  develop,  and  after  notice  and 
opportunity  for  comment,  promulgate 
guidelines  for  processing 
nondiscretionary  assistance  awards 
within  75  days  after  submission  of  the 


application  to  the  responsible  program 
office  of  NOAA.  In  the  case  of  a  program 
for  which  the  recipient  of  a  grant, 
contract,  or  other  financial  assistance  is 
specified  by  statute  to  be,  or  has 
customarily  been,  a  State  or  an  interstate 
fishery  commission,  such  financial 
assistance  may  be  provided  by  the 
Secretary  to  that  recipient  on  a  sole- 
source  basis,  notwithstanding  any  other 
provision  of  law. 

Proposed  Guidelines  for  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  Nondiscretionary 
Assistance 

1.  Definitions 

Nondiscretionary  assistance  program 
means  any  NOAA  program  for 
providing  financial  assistance  (1)  under 
which  the  amount  of  funding  for,  and 
the  intended  recipient  of,  the  financial 
assistance  is  specified  by  Congress  in 
the  NOAA  appropriation;  or  (2)  the 
recipients  of  which  have  customarily 
been  a  State  or  an  interstate  fishery 
commission. 

Programs  whose  recipients  have 
customarily  been  a  State  or  an  interstate 
fishery  commission  are: 

Anadromous  Fish  and  Great  Lakes 

Conservation  (CFDA  11.405), 
Interjurisdictional  Fisheries  (CFDA  11.407), 
Southeast  Cooperative  Fishery  Statistics 

(CFDA  11.434), 

Southeast  Area  Monitoring  &  Assessment 

Program  (CFDA  11.435), 

Columbia  River  Fisheries  Development 

Program  (CFDA  11.436), 

West  Coast  Fisheries  Data  Program  (CFDA 

11.437) , 

Pacific  Salmon  Treaty  Program  (CFDA 

11.438) , 

Marine  Mammal  Data  Program  (CFDA 

11.439) , 

Alaska  Salmon  Enhancement  Program  (CFDA 

11.458). 

2.  Notification  of  Applicant 

The  NOAA  program  office  will  notify 
eligible  applicants  for  nondiscretionary 
assistance  programs  of  application 
requirements  and  deadlines.  A  complete 
and  acceptable  application  must  be 
submitted  by  the  applicant  to  the 
appropriate  program  office  and  to  the 
Grants  Management  Division  at  least  75 
days  prior  to  the  proposed  effective  date 
of  the  award.  The  applicant  must  write 
“Nondiscretionary”  in  block  8  of  the 
Standard  Form  424,  Application  for 
Federal  Assistance,  to  identify 
applications  subject  to  these  guidelines. 
The  program  office  and  Grants 
Management  Division  will  concurrently 
review  each  application  for 
nondiscretionary  assistance.  Within  14 
days  after  receipt  of  the  application,  the 
Grants  Management  Division,  in 
coordination  with  the  program  office. 


45488 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Notices 


will  notify  the  applicant  in  writing 
whether  die  application  is  complete;  if 
it  is  not,  the  notification  will  specify 
what  additional  material  must  be 
provided  before  the  application  will  be 
considered  complete  and  processing 
initiated. 

3.  Processing  of  Applications 

Within  75  days  after  a  complete  and 
acceptable  application  is  received,  the 
NOAA  Grants  Management  Divisfon 
will  notify  the  applicant  of  approval  or 
disapproval  of  its  application. 

Classification 

This  notice  of  proposed  guidelines  is 
not  a  major  rule  for  purposes  of  E.O. 
12291  because  it  is  not  likely  to  result 
in  (1)  an  annual  effect  on  the  economy 
of  $100  million  or  more;  (2)  a  major 
increase  in  cost  or  prices  for  consumers, 
individual  indiistries,  Federal,  State,  or 
local  government  agencies,  or 
geographic  regions;  or  significant 
adverse  effects  on  competition, 
employment,  investment,  productivity, 
innovation,  or  on  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets.  There  are 
no  information  collection  requirements 
subject  to  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 
contained  in  this  notice.  This  notice 
does  not  contain  policies  with  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant 
preparation  of  a  federalism  assessment 
imder  E.0. 12612.  The  General  Counsel 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
certified  to  the  Chief  Counsel  for 
Advocacy  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration  that  these  proposed 
guidelines,  if  adopted,  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  they  specify  only  internal 
procedures  for  ensxiring  that  NOAA 
meets  the  deadlines  established  by 
section  404  of  the  NOAA  Authorization 
Act. 

Diana  H.  Josephson, 

Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Oceans  and 
Atmosphere. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20962  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  36t0-12-M 


DEPAFTTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Notice  to  Amend 
a  System  of  Records 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Army. 
ACTION;  Notice  to  amend  a  system  of 
records. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the  Army 
is  amending  one  system  of  records 


notice  in  its  existing  inventory  of 
records  system  subject  to  the  Privacy 
Act  of  1974,  (5  U.S.C.  552a),  as 
amended. 

DATES:  This  proposed  action  will  be 
effective  without  further  notice  on 
September  29, 1993  unless  comments 
are  received  which  result  in  a  contrary 
determination.  _ 

ADDRESS:  U.S.  Army  Information 
Systems  Command,  ATTN:  ASOP-MP, 
Fort  Huachuca,  AZ  85613-5000. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Ms. 
Pat  Turner  at  (602)  538-6856  or  DSN 
879-6856. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  of  the  Army  systems  of 
records  notices  subject  to  the  Privacy 
Act  of  1974,  (5  U.S.C.  552a),  as 
amended,  have  been  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  are  available  firrm 
the  address  above. 

The  specific  change  to  the  record 
system  being  amended  is  set  forth 
below.  The  proposed  amendment  is  not 
within  the  prirview  of  subsection  (r)  of 
the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  (5  U.S.C.  552a), 
as  amended,  which  requires  the 
submission  of  a  new  or  altered  system 
reports. 

Dated:  August  25, 1993. 

L.  M.  Bynum, 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison 
Officer.  Department  of  Defense. 

A0690-700DAPE 
SYSTEM  NAME: 

Grievance  Records  (August  9, 1993, 
58  FR  42303). 

CHANGES: 

***** 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Delete  entry  and  replace  with  ‘Closed 
cases  are  retired  at  the  end  of  the 
calendar  year,  and  destroyed  4  years 
after  the  calendar  year  cut  off  date.* 
***** 

(FR  Doc.  93-20953  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  5000-414-f 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Financial  Assistance  Award;  intent  To 
Award  Grant  to  Kelastic  Mine  Beam 
Co. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE). 

action:  Notice  of  unsolicited 
application  financial  assistance  award. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Energy 
announces  that  piusuant  to  10  CFR 


600.6(a)(2),  it  is  making  a  discretionary 
financial  assistance  award  based  on 
acceptance  of  an  unsolicited  application 
meeting  the  criteria  of  10  CFR 
600.14(e)(1)  to  Kelastic  Mine  Beam  Co., 
under  Grant  Number  DE-FGOl- 
93CE15394.  The  proposed  grant  will 
provide  funding  in  the  estimated 
amount  of  $83,000  to  perform  computer 
analyses  and  construct  a  simulation 
model  that  demonstrates  how  the 
Variable  Wall  Mining  Machine 
(VWMM)  incorporates  its  lower  cost  and 
increased  productivity  features.  Dr.  J. 
Hilary  Kelley  is  the  inventor  of  this 
VWMM,  which  is  a  long-wall  coal 
mining  machine  with  a  side-cutting, 
horizontal,  articulated  auger,  which  also 
provides  for  simultaneous  roof  support 
installation.  Dr.  Kelley,  the  inventor  and 
president  of  the  Kelastic  Mine  Beam 
Co.,  will  be  the  program  manager  and 
principal  investigator.  He  brings  to  this 
project  a  50-year  career  in  high 
tec^ology  and  management 
responsibilities. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Please  write  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Office  of  Placement  and 
Administration,  ATTN:  Bemeird  G. 
Canlas,  PR-322.2, 1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Department  of  Energy  has  determined  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  600.14(f)  that 
the  application  submitted  by  Kelastic 
Mine  Beam  Co.,  is  meritorious  based  on 
the  general  evaluation  required  by  10 
CFR  600.14(d)  and  that  the  proposed 
project  represents  a  imique  idea,  that 
would  not  be  eligible  for  financial 
assistance  under  a  recent,  current,  or 
planned  solicitation.  The  Energy 
Related  Invention  Program  (ERIP)  has 
been  structured  since  its  beginning  in 
1975  to  operate  without  competitive 
solicitations  since  Energy  Related 
Inventions  may  be  submitted  to  the 
National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology  for  evaluation  and 
subsequently  to  the  Department  for 
consideration  for  funding  at  any  time. 
The  program  has  never  issued  and  has 
no  plans  to  issue  a  competitive 
solicitation.  It  is  anticipated  that 
Kelastic  Mine  Beam  Co.,  should  be  able 
to  use  the  integrated  mine  model  as  a 
tool  in  better  understanding  the  VWMM 
operations,  and  as  an  aid  in  penetrating 
a  significant  proportion  of  the 
imderground  mine  market,  where  the 
energy  savings  potential  of  the 
technology  can  be  realized. 
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The  anticipated  term  of  the  proposed 
grant  award  is  24  months  from  the 
effective  date  of  award. 

Scott  Sheffield, 

Director,  Division  “B",  Office  of  Placement 
and  Administration. 

{FR  Doc.  93-20986  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
nUMG  COO£  M50-01-M 


Financial  Assistance  Award;  Intent  to 
Award  Grant  to  Thermally  Modified 
Sand,  Inc. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Unsolicited 
Application  Financial  Assistance 
Award. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Energy 
annoimces  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
600.6(a)(2),  it  is  making  a  discretionary 
financial  assistance  award  based  on 
acceptance  of  an  unsolicited  application 
meeting  the  criteria  of  10  CFR 
600.14(e)(1)  to  Thermally  Modified 
Sand  (TMS),  Inc.,  imder  Grant  Number 
DE-FG01-93CE15558.  The  proposed 
grant  will  provide  funding  in  the 
estimated  amoimt  of  $94,771  to 
demonstrate  the  suitability  of  using 
thermally  modified  sand  to  enhance 
traction  on  icy  roadways.  Widespread 
use  of  this  tedmology  could 
significantly  reduce  ^e  requirement  for 
salt  as  an  additive  to  sand  on  icy 
roadways.  Mr.  Dino  Talavera.  the 
inventor,  will  be  involved  in  the 
production  of  the  TMS  material  for  this 
demonstration.  The  inventor  will  be 
assisted  by  Mr.  Robert  Gilfilian  of 
Gilfilian  ^gineering,  Inc.,  who  will 
serve  as  the  consultant  providing  project 
coordination  and  monitoring  services. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Please  write  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Office  of  Placement  and 
Administration,  ATTN;  Bernard  G. 
Canlas,  PR-322.2, 1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585.  ‘ 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  of  Energy  has  determined  in 
accordance  with  10  CTR  600.14(f)  that 
the  application  submitted  by  Thermally 
Modified  Sand,  Inc.,  is  meritorious 
based  on  the  general  evaluation  required 
by  10  CFR  600.14(d)  and  that  the 
proposed  project  represents  a  unique 
idea,  that  wovild  not  be  eligible  for 
financial  assistance  under  a  recent, 
current,  or  planned  solicitation.  The 
Energy  Related  Invention  Program 
(ERIP)  has  been  structured  since  its 
begiiming  in  1975  to  operate  vdthout 
competitive  solicitations  since  Energy 
Related  Inventions  may  be  submitted  to 
the  National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology  for  evaluation  and 


subsequently  to  the  Department  for 
consideration  for  funding  at  any  time. 
The  program  has  never  issued  and  has 
no  plans  to  issue  a  competitive 
solicitation.  The  invention  pertains  to  a 
patented  method  for  treating  sand  for 
use  on  winter  highways.  The  sand  is 
freeze  dried  as  single  grains  of  sand  and 
stored  for  later  use.  The  freezing  uses  a 
cold  stream  of  air  to  evaporate  and 
freeze  the  water  on  the  surface  of  grains 
of  sand.  This  process  provides  an 
economic  and  environmentally  safer 
means  of  providing  increased  traction  in 
icy  weather. 

The  anticipated  term  of  the  proposed 
grant  award  is  24  months  from  the 
effective  date  of  award. 

Scott  Sheffield, 

Director,  Division  "B",  Office  of  Placement 
and  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20987  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNG  CODE  MSO-OI-M 


Financial  Assistance  Award;  intent  to 
Award  Grant  to  Transcom  Co. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  rmsolicited 
application  financial  assistance  award. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Enei^y 
announces  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
600.6(a)(2),  it  is  making  a  discretionary 
financial  assistance  award  based  on 
acceptance  of  an  unsolicited  application 
meeting  the  criteria  of  10  CFR 
600.14(e)(1)  to  Transcom  Company 
under  Grant  Number  DE-FGOl— 
93CE15580.  The  proposed  grant  will 
provide  funding  in  the  estimated 
amount  of  $96,000  to  design,  build,  and 
test  the  transmitting  modules,  which 
will  be  assembled  into  a  complete 
working  system  demonstrated  in  an 
underground  mine  for  the  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration.  Dr.  Zvi 
Meiksin,  the  inventor  and  senior  partner 
of  the  Transcom  Company,  will  be  the 
program  manager  and  principal 
investigator.  Dr.  Meiksin  is  the  inventor 
of  this  "Wireless  Through-The-Earth 
Telemetry  System”  for  low-frequency 
data  and  voice  communications  for 
underground  mine  monitoring  and 
safety. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Please  write  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Office  of  Placement  and 
Administration,  ATTN:  Bernard  G. 
Canlas,  PR-322.2, 1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  of  Energy  has  determined  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  600.14(f)  that 
the  application  submitted  by  Transcom 
Company  is  meritorious  based  on  the 


general  evaluation  required  by  10  CFR 
600.14(d)  and  that  the  proposed  project 
represents  a  imique  idea,  that  would  not 
be  eligible  for  financial  assistance  \mder 
a  recent,  current,  or  planned 
solicitation.  The  Energy  Related 
Invention  Program  (ERIP)  has  been 
structured  since  its  beginning  in  1975  to 
operate  without  competitive 
solicitations  since  Energy  Related 
Inventions  may  be  submitted  to  the 
National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology  (NIST)  for  evaluation  and 
subsequently  to  the  Elepartment  for 
consideration  for  funding  at  any  time. 
The  program  has  never  issued  and  has 
no  plans  to  issue  a  competitive 
solicitation.  NIST  estimates  this  low- 
frequency  method  of  communications 
will  provide  a  more  rehable  method  of 
transmitting  production,  environmental, 
and  safety  data,  by  voice,  between  the 
mine  face  and  the  surface.  These 
features  should  be  valuable  in 
increasing  production  and  miner  safety 
in  underground  mines. 

The  anticipated  term  of  the  proposed 
grant  award  is  24  months  from  the 
effective  date  of  award. 

Scott  Sheffield, 

Director,  Division  "B",  Office  of  Placement 
and  Administration 

[FR  Doc.  93-20988  Filed  8-27-93;  8.45  am) 
BtLUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


Financial  Assistance  Award;  Intent  to 
Award  Grant  To  Ultraflo  Corp. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  imsolicited 
application  financial  assistance  award. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Energy 
announces  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
600.6  (a)(2),  it  is  making  a  discretionary 
financial  assistance  award  based  on 
acceptanbe  of  an  unsolicited  application 
meeting  the  criteria  of  10  CFR 
600.14(e)(1)  to  Ultraflo  Corporation 
under  Grant  Number  DE-FGOl- 
93CE15028.  The  proposed  grant  will 
provide  funding  in  the  estimated 
amount  of  $99,985  to  develop  an 
upgraded  prototype  of  an  automated 
water  delivery  system  for  residential 
and  other  lodging  applications.  The 
principal  investigator  and  overall 
project  manager  for  Ultraflo  will  be  Mr. 
Doug  Didion.  Mr.  Didion  has  been  with 
the  Ultraflo  Corporation  for  22  years  and 
fully  understands  the  design  changes  for 
upgrading  the  prototype  water  delivery 
system. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Please  write  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Office  of  Placement  and 
Administration,  ATTN:  Bernard  G. 
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Canlas,  PR-322.2. 1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  of  Energy  has  determined  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  600.14(f)  that 
the  application  submitted  by  Ultraflo 
Corporation  is  meritorious  based  on  the 
general  evaluation  required  by  10  CFR 
600.14(d)  and  that  the  proposed  project 
represents  a  unique  idea,  that  would  not 
be  eligible  for  financial  assistance  under 
a  recent,  current,  or  planned 
solicitation.  The  Energy  Related 
Invention  Program  (ERIP)  has  been 
structured  since  its  beginning  in  1975  to 
operate  without  competitive 
solicitations  since  Energy  Related 
Inventions  may  be  submitted  to  the 
National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology  for  evaluation  and 
subsequently  to  the  Department  for 
consideration  for  funding  at  any  time. 
The  program  has  never  issued  and  has 
no  plans  to  issue  a  competitive 
solicitation.  The  invention  pertains  to 
the  development  of  a  new  centralized 
water  delivery  system  featuring 
significant  water  and  energy  savings 
potential  in  residential  and  other 
lodging  application.  Users  of  this  system 
are  able  to  activate  pre-set  temperatures 
and  flow  rates  by  pushing  the 
appropriate  button.  Different 
temperatures  and  flow  rates  are  already 
designed  into  each  console  throughout  a 
hom'e  to  meet  the  customized  water 
needs  at  each  point-of-use.  The 
proposed  system’s  safety  and 
convenience  features  also  enhance  its 
utility  to  markets  comprising  children, 
the  elderly,  and  the  physically 
challenged. 

The  anticipated  term  of  the  proposed 
grant  award  is  24  months  from  the 
effective  date  of  award. 

Scott  ShefBeld, 

Director,  Division  “B",  Office  of  Placement 
and  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20989  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  645(M)1-4« 


Office  of  Fossil  Energy 

(FE  Dockets  PP-61-1] 

Application  To  Amend  Presidential 
Permit  PP-61  by  Minnkota  Power 
Cooperative 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Fossil  Energy, 
Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  application. 

SUMMARY:  Minnkota  Power  Cooperative 
(MPC)  has  applied  to  the  Department  of 
Energy  (DOE)  to  amend  Presidential 
Permit  PP-61  to  authorize  the  upgrade 
of  an  existing  transmission  substation 


and  construction  of  a  new  substation  for 
increased  electric  power  transmission  to 
Canada. 

DATES:  Comments,  protests  or  requests 
to  intervene  must  be  submitted  on  or 
before  August  30, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments,  protests  or 
requests  to  intervene  should  be 
addressed  as  follows;  Office  of  Coal  & 
Electricity  (FE-52),  Office  of  Fuels 
Programs,  Office  of  Fossil  Energy, 
Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  E>C  20585. 

FE  Docket  Number  PP-61-1  should 
appear  clearly  on  the  envelope  and  the 
document  contained  therein. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ellen  Russell  (Program  Office)  202-586- 
9624  or  Lise  Howe  (Program  Attorney) 
202-586-2900. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

construction,  connection,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  facilities  at  the 
international  border  of  the  United  States 
for  the  transmission  of  electrical  energy 
is  prohibited  in  the  absence  of  a 
Presidential  permit  pursuant  to 
Executive  Order  No.  10485,  as  amended 
by  Executive  Order  No.  12038. 

On  April  12, 1993,  MPC  applied  to 
amend  the  Presidential  permit  in  Docket 
PP-61  issued  on  July  6, 1976.  The 
facilities  previously  authorized  by 
Presidential  Permit  PP-61  consist  of  one 
three-phase,  60  hertz,  230,000  volt  (230- 
kV)  overhead  transmission  line 
extending  191.4  miles  fi'om  the 
Minnesota  Power  &  Light  Company’s 
(MP&L)  Shannon  Substation,  near 
Hibbing,  Minnesota,  to  the  international 
border  connecting  with  facilities  owned 
by  the  Manitoba  Hydro  Electric  Board. 

The  proposed  project  is  the  last  part 
of  a  three-phase  program  involving 
Minnkota  Power  Cooperative, 

Minnesota  Power  and  Northern  States 
Power  Company,  (NSP).  The  total 
project,  headed  by  NSP  is  projected  to 
increase  the  capacity  of  the  transmission 
system  between  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  and  Manitoba.  By  this 
application,  MPC  proposes  to  expand  its 
existing  Running  Substation  near 
International  Falls,  Minnesota,  and 
construct  a  new  230-kV  substation  in 
Roseau  County,  Minnesota,  along  the 
route  of  the  existing  230-kV 
transmission  line  authorized  by 
Presidential  Permit  PP-61. 

Specifically,  MPC  proposes  to  expand 
the  existing  Rimning  Substation,  within 
the  existing  property  line,  from  its 
present  size  of  approximately  4.7  acres 
to  approximately  7.0  acres  to 
accommodate  the  installation  of  five  30 
megavolt-ampere  reactive  (MVAR),  230- 
kV  shunt  capacitor  banks  and  associated 


electrical  equipment.  MPC  also 
proposes  to  construct  a  new  Roseau 
County  230-kV  Substation  covering 
approximately  0.9  acres  located  adjacent 
to  the  existing  Roseau  County  500-kV 
Substation.  Both  substations  are  within 
an  80-acre  parcel  of  land  owned  by  NSP. 
The  proposed  230-kV  substation  will 
contain  one  230  MVAR  shunt  capacitor 
bank  and  associated  electrical 
equipment. 

Procedural  Matters 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  at  the 
address  provided  above  in  accordance 
with  §§  385.211  or  385.214  of  the  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
385.211,  385.214). 

Any  such  petitions  and  protests 
should  be  filed  with  the  DOE  on  or 
before  the  date  listed  above.  Additional 
copies  of  such  petitions  to  intervene  or 
protests  also  should  be  filed  directly 
with  Loren  L.  Johnson,  Staff  Attorney, 
Minnkota  Power  Cooperative,  Inc.,  1822 
Mill  Road,  P.  O.  Box  1318,  Grand  Forks, 
ND  58206-1318  and  David  Fisher  and 
Michael  Connelly,  Northern  States 
Power  Company,  414  Nicollet  Mall, 
Minneapolis,- Minnesota  55401. 

Pursuant  to  18  CFR  385.211,  protests 
and  comments  will  be  considered  by  the 
DOE  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  under  18  CFR  385.214. 

Section  385.214  requires  that  a  petition 
to  intervene  must  state,  to  the  extent 
known,  the  position  taken  by  the 
petitioner  and  the  petitioner’s  interest  in 
sufficient  factual  detail  to  demonstrate 
either  that  the  petitioner  has  a  right  to 
participate  because  it  is  a  State 
Commission;  that  it  has  or  represents  an 
interest  which  may  be  directly  affected 
by  the  outcome  of  the  proceeding, 
including  any  interest  as  a  consumer, 
customer,  competitor,  or  security  holder 
of  a  party  to  the  proceeding:  or  that  the 
petitioner’s  participation  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

A  final  decision  will  be  made  on  this 
application  after  a  determination  is 
made  by  the  DOE  that  the  proposed 
amendment  will  not  adversely  impact 
on  the  reliability  of  the  U.S.  electric 
power  supply  system. 

Before  a  Presidential  permit  may  be 
issued  or  amended,  the  environmental 
impacts  of  the  proposed  DOE  action 
must  be  evaluated  pursuant  to  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA).  The  NEPA  compliance 
process  is  a  cooperative,  non-adversarial 
process  involving  members  of  the 
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public,  state  governments  and  the 
Federal  government.  The  process  affords 
all  persons  interested  in  or  potentially 
affected  by  the  environmental 
consequences  of  a  proposed  action  an 
opportunity  to  present  their  views, 
which  will  be  considered  in  the 
preparation  of  the  environmental 
documentation  for  the  proposed  action. 
Intervening  and  becoming  a  party  to  this 
proceeding  will  not  create  any  special 
status  for  the  petitioner  with  regard  to 
the  NEPA  process.  Should  a  pi^lic 
proceeding  be  necessary  in  order  to 
comply  with  NEPA,  notice  of  such 
activities  and  information  on  how  the 
public  can  participate  in  those  activities 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  local  newspapers  and  public 
libraries  and/or  reading  rooms  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  electric  transmission 
facilities. 

Copies  of  this  application  will  be 
made  available,  upon  request,  for  public 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  address 
provided  above. 

Issued  in  Washington.  DC.  on  August  23. 
1993. 

Anthony  |.  Como, 

Director,  Office  of  Coal  Sr  Electricity,  Office 
of  Fuels  Programs,  Office  of  Fossil  Energy. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20990  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  64S(M>1-P 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL-4699-8] 

Public  Water  System  Supervision 
Program;  Total  Coliform  Rule  Program 
Revision  for  the  State  of  Nevada 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  decision  and 
opporttmity  for  hearing. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  State  of  Nevada  is  revising  its 
approved  State  Public  Water  System 
Supervision  Program.  Nevada  has 
adopted  a  revised  drinking  water 
regulation  for  total  coliform  bacteria. 
The  state  regulation  corresponds  to  a 
revised  National  Primary  Drinking 
Water  Regulation  promulgated  by  EPA 
on  June  29, 1989  (54  FR  27544).  EPA 
has  determined  that  the  state  program 
revision  is  no  less  stringent  than  the 
corresponding  federal  rule.  Therefore, 
EPA  has  tentatively  decided  to  approve 
the  state  program  revision. 

All  interested  parties  are  invited  to 
request  a  public  hearing.  A  request  for 
a  public  hearing  must  be  submitted  by 
September  29, 1993  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  at  the  address  shown 


below.  Insubstantial  requests  for  a 
hearing  may  be  denied  by  the  Regional 
Administrator.  If  no  timely  and 
appropriate  request  for  a  hearing  is 
received  and  the  Regional  Administrator 
does  not  elect  to  hold  a  hearing  on  his/ 
her  own  motion,  this  determination 
shall  become  effective  September  29. 
1993. 

Any  request  for  a  public  hearing  shall 
include  the  following:  (1)  The  name, 
address,  and  telephone  number  of  the 
individual,  organization,  or  other  entity 
requesting  a  hearing;  (2)  a  brief 
statement  of  the  requesting  person’s 
interest  in  the  Regional  Administrator's 
determination  and  of  information  that 
the  requesting  person  intends  to  submit 
at  such  hearing;  and  (3)  the  signature  of 
the  individual  making  the  request,  or.  if 
the  request  is  made  on  behalf  of  an 
organization  or  other  entity,  the 
signature  of  a  responsible  ofhcial  of  the 
organization  or  other  entity. 

ADDRESSES:  All  documents  relating  to 
this  determination  are  available  for 
inspection  between  the  hours  of  8:30 
a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  throilgh 
Friday,  at  the  following  offices:  Nevada 
Department  of  Human  Resources.  State 
Health  Division.  Bureau  of  Health 
Protection  Services,  505  E.  King  St.. 
Carson  City,  Nevada  89710;  and  EPA, 
Region  IX.  Water  Management  Division. 
Water  Supply  Section  (W-6-1).  75 
Hawthorne  Street.  San  Francisco. 
California  94105. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Corine  Li.  EPA.  Region  IX.  at  the  San 
Francisco  address  given  above  or  by 
telephone  at  (415)  744-1858. 

(Sec.  1413  of  the  Safe  Drinking  Water  Act  as 
amended  (1986);  and  40  CFR  142.10  of  the 
National  Primary  Drinking  Water 
Regulations) 

Dated:  August  20. 1993. 

John  C  Wise. 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20970  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BiuiNG  CODE  aseo-so-e 


[FRL-4699-9] 

Public  Water  System  Supervision 
Program:  Surface  Water  Treatment 
Rule  Program  Revision  for  the  State  of 
Hawaii 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  decision  and 
opportunity  for  hearing. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  State  of  Hawaii  is  revising  its 
approved  State  Public  Water  System 
Supervision  Program.  Hawaii  has 
adopted  a  drinking  water  regulation 


which  requires  filtration  and 
disinfection  of  surface  water  systems 
and  of  ground  water  systems  influenced 
by  surface  water.  The  state  regulation 
corresponds  to  a  National  Primary 
Drinking  Water  Regulation  promulgated 
by  EPA  on  June  29. 1989  (54  FR  27527). 
EPA  has  determined  that  the  State 
program  revision  is  no  less  stringent 
than  the  corresponding  federal  rule. 
Therefore,  EPA  has  tentatively  decided 
to  approve  the  State  program  revision. 
Furthermore,  EPA  hereby  ratifies  all 
state  filtration  determinations  that  were 
made  pursuant  to  the  rule  by  the  State  * 
of  Hawaii  prior  to  this  notice. 

All  interested  parties  are  invited  to 
request  a  public  hearing  on  EPA’s 
decision  to  approve  the  state  program 
revision  and  the  filtration 
determinations  that  have  been  made 
pursuant  to  the  rule.  A  request  for  a 
public  hearing  must  be  submitted  by 
September  29, 1993,  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  at  tlie  address  shown 
below.  Insubstantial  requests  for  a 
hearing  may  be  denied  by  the  Regional 
Administrator.  If  no  timely  and 
appropriate  request  for  a  hearing  is 
received  and  the  Regional  Administrator 
does  not  elect  to  hold  a  hearing  on  his/ 
her  own  motion,  this  determination 
shall  become  eflective  September  29. 
1993. 

Any  request  for  a  public  hearing  shall 
include  the  following:  (1)  The  name, 
address.  6md  telephone  number  of  the 
individual,  organization,  or  other  entity 
requesting  a  hearing;  (2)  a  brief 
statement  of  the  requesting  person’s 
interest  in  the  Regional  Administrator’s 
determination  and  of  information  that 
the  requesting  person  intends  to  submit 
at  such  hearing;  and  (3)  the  signature  of 
the  individual  making  the  request,  or.  if 
the  request  is  made  on  behalf  of  an 
organization  or  other  entity,  the 
signature  of  a  responsible  official  of  the 
organization  or  other  entity. 

ADDRESSES:  All  documents  relating  to 
this  determination  are  available  for 
inspection  between  the  hours  of  8:30 
a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  at  the  following  offices:  Hawaii 
Department  of  Health.  Safe  Drinking 
Water  Branch.  Five  Waterfront  Plaza, 
suite  250,  500  Ala  Moana  Blvd., 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  96813;  and  EPA. 
Region  IX,  Water  Management  Division. 
Water  Supply  Section  (W-6-1).  75 
Hawthorne  Street,  San  Francisco. 
California  94105. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Corine  Li.  EPA.  Region  IX,  at  the  Sail 
Francisco  address  given  above  or  by 
telephone  at  (415)  744-1858. 

(Sec.  1413  of  the  Safe  Drinking  Water  Act  as 
amended  (1986);  and  40  CFR  142.10  of  the 
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National  Primary  Drinking  Water 
Regulations) 

Dated:  August  20, 1993. 

John  C.  Wise, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20971  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  6560-ED-P 


[FRL-4699-3] 

Office  of  Air  and  Radiation; 
Management  of  the  Air  Docket 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Air  Docket  located  at  401 
M  St.  SW.  currently  operated  by  the 
EPA  office  of  General  Counsel  will  be 
operated  by  the  Office  of  Air  and 
Radiation  effective  1  October  93.  Labot- 
Anderson  contractors  will  operate  the 
Air  Docket. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

The  Air  Docket  401  M  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460.  Phone  202-260- 
7883. 

ferry  Kurtzweg, 

Director,  Office  of  Program  Management 
Operation,  Office  of  Air  and  Radiation. 

IFR  Doc.  93-21004  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  6560-50-M 


[FRL-470(>-5] 

City  Industries  Superfund  Site: 
Proposed  Administrative  Order  on 
Consent,  De  Minimis  Settlement 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed 
administrative  order  on  consent,  de 
minimis  settlement. 

SUMMARY:  Under  section  122(g)  of  the 
Comprehensive  Environmental 
Response,  Compensation  and  Liability 
Act  (CERCLA),  the  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
has  agreed  to  settle  claims  for  response 
costs  at  the  City  Industries  Superfund 
Site,  Winter  Park,  Orange  County, 
Florida,  with  four  parties:  Marcar 
Enterprises,  Inc.;  Mohawk 
Manufacturing  Company;  Smiths 
Industries;  and  Winter  Haven  Citrus 
Growers  Association.  EPA  will  consider 
public  comments  on  the  proposed 
settlement  for  thirty  (30)  days.  EPA  may 
withdraw  from  or  modify  the  proposed 
settlement  should  such  comments 
disclose  facts  or  considerations  which 
indicate  the  proposed  settlement  is 
inappropriate,  improper  or  inadequate. 
Copies  of  the  proposed  settlement  are 
available  from:  Ms.  Carolyn  McCall, 


Investigation  Support  Assistant,  Cost 
Recovery  Section,  Waste  Programs 
Branch,  Waste  Management  Division, 
U.S.  EPA,  Region  IV,  345  Courtland 
Street,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30365, 
404-347-5059. 

Written  comments  may  be  submitted 
to  the  person  above  by  thirty  days  from 
the  date  of  publiration. 

Dated:  July  30, 1993. 

Richard  D.  Cereen, 

Acting  Director,  Waste  Management  Division. 
(FR  Doc.  93-21005  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  6560-S0-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Public  Information  Collection 
Requirement  Submitted  to  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  for  Review 

August  23, 1993. 

The  Federal  Communications 
Commission  has  submitted  the 
following  information  collection 
requirement  to  0MB  for  review  and 
clearance  imder  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C.  3507). 

Copies  of  this  submission  may  be 
purchased  from  the  Commission’s  copy 
contractor.  International  Transcription 
Service,  Inc.,  2100  M  Street,  NW.,  suite 
140,  Washington,  DC  20037,  (202)  857- 
3800.  For  further  information  on  this 
submission  contact  Judy  Boley,  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  (202) 
632-0276.  Persons  wishing  to  comment 
on  this  information  collection  should 
contact  Jonas  Neihardt,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  room  3235 
NEOB,  Washington,  DC  20503,  (202) 
395-4814. 

OMB  Number:  3060-0053. 

Title:  Application  for  Consent  to 
Transfer  Control  of  Corporation 
Holding  Station  License. 

Form  Number:  FCC  Form  703. 

Action:  Revision  of  a  currently  approved 
collection. 

Respondents:  Non-profit  institutions 
and  businesses  or  other  for-profit 
(including  small  businesses). 
Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion 
reporting. 

Estimated  Annual  Burden:  907 
responses;  .6  hours  average  burden 
per  response;  544  homs  total  annual 
burden. 

Needs  and  Uses:  In  accordance  with 
FCC  Rules,  applicants  in  the  Private 
Land  Mobile,  General  Mobile, 
Microwave,  Marine,  Aviation  and 
Experimental  Radio  Services  must 
submit  FCC  Form  703  whenever  it  is 
proposed  to  change,  as  by  transfer  of 
stock  ownership,  the  control  of  a 


station.  The  FCC  Form  703  has  been 
revised  to  include  the  Anti-Drug 
Abuse  certification  (question  8)  and 
other  minor  editorial  changes  to  the 
instructions.  The  page  for  die  license 
(Part  n)  will  be  perforated  and  the 
reverse  of  the  license  made  into  a  self- 
mailer.  The  data  will  be  used  to 
determine  continued  eligibility  for 
licensees.  Without  this  information, 
violations  of  ownership  regulations 
could  occur. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

William  F.  Caton, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20898  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  S712-01-M 


Public  information  Collections 
Approved  by  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget 

The  Federal  Communications 
Commission  (FCC)  has  received  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB) 
approval  for  the  following  public 
information  collections  pursuant  to  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 

Public  Law  96-511.  For  further 
information  contact  Shoko  B.  Hair, 
Federal  Communications  Commission, 
(202) 632-6934. 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

OMB  Control  No.:  3060-0540 
Title:  Tariff  Filing  Requirements  for 
Nondominant  Common  Carriers 
Expiration  Date:  02/28/96 
Description:  In  the  Memorandinn 
Opinion  and  Order  in  the  matter  of 
Tariff  Filing  Requirements  for 
Nondominant  Common  Carriers  (CC 
Docket  No.  93-36,  adopted  August  16, 
1993,  and  released  August  18, 1993), 
the  Commission  adopted  final  rules 
that  establish  significantly 
streamlined  federal  tariffing 
requirements  for  nondominant 
common  carriers  previously  subject  to 
forbearance.  Nondominant  carriers  are 
permitted  to  file  their  interstate  tariffs 
on  not  less  than  one  day  notice.  In 
addition,  tariff  content  requirements 
allow  nondominant  carriers  to  state  in 
their  tariffs  either  a  fixed  rate  or  a 
reasonable  range  of  rates. 
Nondominant  carriers  are  required  to 
file  their  tariffs  and  tariff  revisions  on 
three  and  one-half  inch  floppy 
diskette  and  are  given  added 
flexibility  in  formatting  their  tariff 
filings. 

OMB  Control  No.;  3060-0575 
Title:  In  the  Matter  of  Commission 
Requirements  for  Cost  Support 
Material  to  be  Filed  with  Local 
Transport  Access  Tariffs 
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Expiration  Date:  11/30/93 
Description:  In  the  Order  in  the  matter 
of  Commission  Requirements  for  Cost 
Support  Material  to  Be  Filed  with 
Local  Transport  Tariffs,  (DA  93-1029, 
adopted  August  20, 1993,  released 
August  20, 1993),  the  Commission 
issued  Tariff  Review  Plans  (TRPs) 
specifying  certain  requirements  for 
summary  cost  support  material  that 
local  exchange  carriers  (LECs)  must 
file  to  support  their  switched 
transport  tariff  filings  on  or  before 
September  1, 1993  in  partial 
fulfillment  of  the  requirements 
established  in  47  CFR  61.38  and  61.41 
through  61.49.  All  Tier  1  LECs,  and 
all  non-Tier  1  LECs  that  have  received 
a  bona  fide  request  for  direct-trunked 
transport  service  are  subject  to  the 
requirements.  The  TRPs  consist  of  a 
Price  Cap  TRP,  which  is  a  revised 
version  of  the  standard  TRP  used  by 
price  cap  companies  for  annual  filings 
and  other  price  cap  filings,  as 
modified  for  rule  changes  adopted  in 
the  Transport  Orders  and  two 
Supplemental  TRPs — one  for  price 
cap  companies  and  one  for  rate  of 
return  companies — designed  to  be 
used  only  for  this  filing.  The  TRPs 
display  basic  demand,  rate,  and  cost 
information  in  a  manner  that  is 
consistent  for  all  LECs  required  to  file 
tariffs,  thereby  aiding  review  of  the 
LECs’  filing  by  the  Commission  and 
interested  parties. 

0MB  Control  No.:  3060-0559' 

Title:  International  PSN  Quarterly 
Reports 

Expiration  Date:  05/31/96 

Description:  Pursuant  to  a  Memoremdum 
Opinion,  Order  and  Authorization 
adopted  March  31, 1993,  released 
April  16, 1993,  certain  applicants  who 
requested  authority  to  establish  and 
operate  voice-grade  international 
satellite  circuits  using  the 
Intersputnik  Statsionar  4  satellite 
located  at  14  degree  W.L.  to  provide 
public  switched  services,  including 
IMTS,  data,  and  facsimile  services, 
between  appropriately  licensed  earth 
stations  in  die  U.S.  and  the  republics 
formerly  comprising  the  Union  of 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics  and  certain 
Eastern  European  countries  must  file 
quarterly  reports  detailing  the  number 
of  PSN  circuits  in  use  each  month 
over  the  Intersputnik  satellite  system. 
The  reports  should  also  detail 
monthly  the  “non  circuit”  conditions 
during  the  reporting  period.  The 
reports  must  set  forth  the  number  of 
circuits  each  applicant  has  in  use  over 
each  communications  system'for  the 
countries  served  by  the  Intersputnik 
system.  The  quarterly  reports  shall  be 


submitted  within  60  days  from  the 
end  each  calendar  quarter. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  F.  Caton, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20899  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  STIl-OI-ai 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Filing  of  Petitions  for  Temporary 
Exemption  From  Electronic  Tariff 
Fiiing  Requirements;  MAPCARGO 
International 

[Petition  No.  P56-93] 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  of 
a  petition  by  the  above  named 
petitioner,  pursuant  to  46  CFR  514.8(a), 
for  tempor£ury  exemption  from  the 
electronic  tariff  filing  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  ATFI  System. 
Petitioner  requests  exemption  from  the 
June  4, 1993,  electronic  filing  deadline. 

To  facilitate  thorough  consideration  of 
the  petition,  interested  persons  are 
requested  to  reply  to  the  petition  no 
later  than  September  6, 1993.  Replies 
shall  be  directed  to  the  Secretary, 

Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20573-0001,  shall 
consist  of  an  original  and  15  copies,  and 
shall  be  served  on  Mr.  Marek  A. 
Panasewicz,  President,  MAPCARGO 
International,  275  E.  Redondo  Beach 
Blvd.,  Gardena,  California  90248. 

Copies  of  the  peitions  are  available  for 
examination  at  the  Washington,  DC 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  800  N.  Capitol  Street  NW., 
room  1046. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20917  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
nUING  CODE  6730-01-M 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Federal  Accounting  Standards 
Advisory  Board 

AGENCY:  General  Accoimting  Office. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  two-day  meeting  of 
the  Federal  Accoimting  Standards 
Advisory  Board  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday,  September  8,  and 
Thursday,  September  9, 1993  from  9 
a.m.  to  4  p.m.  in  room  7313  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office,  441  G  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC. 

The  agenda  for  the  first  day  includes 
discussions  of  a  preliminary  exposure 


draft  on  liabilities  a  continuation  of 
discussions  of  the  federal  government’s 
future  claims.  Also,  issues  related  to  the 
project  on  physical  property  will  be 
discussed.  On  the  second  day  there  will 
be  a  discussion  of  expenditure 
accounting  in  the  morning.  In  the 
afternoon  Professor  Robert  Kaplan. 
Harvard  University  will  make  a 
presentation  to  the  board  on  Activity- 
Based  Costing.  Struan  Little  of  the 
World  Bank  will  brief  the  board  on  New 
Zealand’s  efforts  in  cost  accounting  and 
performance  measurement. 

We  advise  that  other  items  may  be 
added  to  the  agenda:  interested  parties 
should  contact  the  Staff  Director  for 
more  specific  information  and  to 
confirm  the  date  of  the  meeting. 

Any  interested  person  may  attend  the 
meeting  as  an  observer.  Board 
discussions  and  reviews  are  open  to  the 
public. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ronald  S.  Yoimg,  Staff  Director,  750 
First  St.,  NE.,  room  1001,  Washington, 
DC  20002,  or  call  (202)  512-7354. 

Authority:  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act.  Pub.  L.  No.  92-463,  section  10(a)(2),  86 
Stat.  770,  774  (1972)  (current  version  at  5 
U.S.C.  app.  section  10(a)(2)  (1988);  41  CFR 
101-6.1015  (1990). 

Dated:  August  25, 1993. 

Ronald  S.  Young, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21021  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
B)LUNG  CODE  1610-01-M 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Public  Buildings  Service;  Proposed 
Ronaid  Reagan  Federai  Building- 
United  States  Courthouse,  City  of 
Santa  Ana,  California;  Avaiiabiiity  for  a 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

The  U.S.  General  Services 
Administration  (GSA)  hereby  gives 
notice  that  a  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  the  above 
referenced  project  has  been  prepared 
and  filed  with  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA).  The  proposed 
action  includes  the  construction  of  a 
new  Federal  Building-U.S.  Courthouse 
within  the  Central  Business  Area  of  the 
City  of  Santa  Ana,  California.  In 
addition  to  the  proposed  action,  the 
DEIS  examines  three  alternatives 
including  the  expansion  of  the  court 
operations  into  a  leased  facility, 
construction  at  an  alternate  site,  and 
“no  action”. 

The  DEIS  is  on  file  and  may  be 
obtained  from  the  U.S.  General  Services 
Administration,  Region  9,  Attn:  Ms. 
Mitra  Nejad,  Public  Buildings  Service, 
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Planning  Staff  (9PL),  525  Market  Street, 
35th  Floor,  San  Francisco,  California 
94105-2799  ((415)  744-5252}.  A  limited 
number  of  copies  of  the  DEIS  are 
available  to  611  single  copy  requests. 
Loan  copies  of  the  DEIS  are  available  for 
review  at  the  City  of  Santa  Ana  Central 
Library  and  the  GSA  Laguana  Niguel 
Field  Office  at  24000  Avila  Road,  suite 
4100,  Laguna  Niguel,  California. 

A  public  meeting  is  scheduled  to 
provide  the  community  with  an 
opportiinity  to  submit  oral  and  written 
comments  on  the  DEIS.  The  meeting 
will  be  held  on  September  21, 1993, 
from  3:30  p.m.  to  6:30  p.m.  at 
Department  One  Courtroom,  Old  Orange 
County  Courthouse,  211  West  Santa  Ana 
Boulevard,  Santa  Ana,  California.  In 
addition,  final  written  comments  on  the 
DEIS  can  be  submitted  to  the  GSA  San 
Francisco  address  above  and  will  be 
accepted  until  the  closing  of  the  public 
review  period  on  October  12, 1993. 

Dated  August  20. 1993. 

Aki  K.  Nakao, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator  (9A). 

[FR  Doc.  93-20931  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNG  CODE  6S20-2S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention 

[Announcement  Number  335] 

National  Organizational  Strategies  for 
Early  Detection  and  Control  of  Breast 
and  Cervical  Cancer  Program; 
Amendment 

A  notice  announcing  the  availability 
of  Fiscal  Year  1993  funds  for 
cooperative  agreements  for  National 
Organizational  Strategies  for  the  Early 
Detection  and  Control  of  Breast  and 
Cervical  Cancer  was  published  in  the 
federal  Register  on  August  3, 1993  (58 
FR  41281).  The  notice  is  amended  as 
follows: 

On  page  41281,  first  column,  under 
the  heading  “Introduction,”  the  first 
paragraph  is  amended  to  read:  “The 
Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC),  annoimces  the 
availability  of  funds  in  fiscal  year  (FY) 
1994  for  competing  cooperative 
agreements  to  support  the  development 
of  strategies  by  national  organizations 
with  access  to  special  populations  (e.g.. 
Native  Americans,  Hispanics,  Afi'ican- 
Americans,  older  Americans,  low- 
literacy  audiences,  etc.)  to  improve  the 
delivery  of  comprehensive  breast  and 
cervical  cancer  early  detection  and 
control  programs.” 


On  page  41281,  second  column,  under 
the  heading  “Authority,”  the  first 
sentence  is  amended  to  read:  “Tliis 
program  is  authorized  by  sections  317(k) 
and  1507  (42  U.S.C.  247b(k)  and  300n- 
3)  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act,  as 
amended.” 

On  page  41281,  second  column,  under 
the  heading  “Availability  of  Funds,”  the 
first  paragraph  is  amended  to  read: 
“Approximately  $400,000  is  expected  to 
be  available  in  FY  1994  to  fund 
approximately  three  awards.  It  is 
expected  that  the  average  award  will  be 
$133,000  ranging  from  $100,000  to 
$200,000.  It  is  expected  that  the  awards 
will  begin  on  or  about  February  1, 1994, 
and  will  be  for  a  12-month  budget 
period  within  a  project  period  of  up  to 
three  years.  Funding  estimates  may  vary 
and  are  subject  to  change.” 

On  page  41282,  second  column,  under 
the  heading  “Funding  Priorities,” 
second  paragraph,  first  line,  insert  the 
word  “Public”  before  “Comments.” 

On  page  41282,  third  column,  xmder 
the  heading  “Application  Submission 
and  Deadline,”  the  first  paragraph  is 
amended  to  read:  “The  original  and  two 
copies  of  the  application  PHS  Form 
5161-1  (Rev.  7/92)  must  be  submitted  to 
Edwin  L.  Dixon,  Grants  Management 
Officer,  Grants  Management  Branch, 
Procurement  and  Grants  Office,  Centers 
for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention 
(CDC),  255  East  Paces  Ferry  Road,  NE., 
room  314,  Mailstop  E-18,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30305,  on  or  before  November 
1, 1993.” 

On  page  41282,  third  column,  imder 
the  heading  “Where  to  Obtain 
Additional  Information,”  the  second 
paragraph  is  amended  to  read: 
“Programmatic  technical  assistance  may 
be  obtained  from  Katherine  Wilson, 
M.P.H.,  C.H.E.S.,  Health  Education  and 
Training  Support  Section,  Division  of 
Cancer  Prevention  and  Control,  National 
Center  for  Chronic  Disease  Prevention 
and  Health  Promotion,  Centers  for 
Disease  Control  and  Prevention  (CDC), 
4740  Buford  Highway,  NE.,  Mailstop  K- 
56,  Atlemta,  Georgia  30341-3724, 
telephone  (404)  488-4744.” 

All  other  information  and 
requirements  of  the  August  3. 1993, 
Federal  Register  notice  remmn  the 
same. 

Dated;  August  24, 1993. 

Robert  L.  Foster, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Management 
and  Operations,  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
and  Prevention  (CDC). 

(FR  Doc.  93-20944  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BiLUNG  CODE  4t<0-tS-a 


National  Institutes  of  HeaRh 

OpportunRy  For  Licensing; 
Transforming  Growth  Factor-Beta 

AGENCY:  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  inventions  listed  below 
are  owned  by  an  agency  of  the  U.S. 
Government  and  are  available  for 
licensing  in  the  U.S.  (and  in  foreign 
markets)  in  accordance  with  35  U.S.C. 
207  to  achieve  expeditious 
commercialization  of  results  of  federally 
funded  research  and  development. 

The  inventions  are  embodied  and 
claimed  in  U.S.  Patent  Application 
Serial  Number  07/308,948  entitled 
“Purified  Transforming  Growth  Factor 
Beta,”  filed  February  8, 1989,  and 
issued  as  U.S.  Patent  Number  5,104,977 
on  April  14, 1992,  pending  U.S.  Patent 
Application  Serial  Number  07/816,563 
of  the  same  title,  filed  January  3, 1992, 
pending  U.S.  Patent  Application  Serial 
Number  08/048,956  entitled  “Promotion 
of  Cell  Proliferation  by  Use  of 
Transforming  Growth  Factor  Beta,”  filed 
April  16, 1993,  and  pending  foreign 
coimterparts  having  priority  of  U.S. 
Patent  Application  Serial  Number  06/ 
423,203,  filed  September  24, 1982, 
entitled  “Purified  Transforming  Growth 
Factor  Beta,”  and  U.S.  Patent 
Application  Serial  Numbers  06/468,590, 
filed  February  22, 1983,  and  06/500,833, 
filed  June  3, 1983,  both  entitled  “Repair 
of  Tissue  in  Animals.” 

Transforming  Growth  Factor  Beta 
(TGF-Beta)  has  been  described  as  the 
prototypical  multifunctional  peptide 
growth  factor.  The  stable  peptide  has 
been  purified  in  significant  quantities 
from  platelets,  spleen  and  bone  and  has 
been  produced  in  recombinant  form  as 
well.  TGF-Beta  is  highly  pleiotropic.  It 
can  stimulate  proliferation  of  some 
cells,  especially  coimective  tissue,  while 
being  a  potent  inhibitor  of  proliferation 
in  offiers,  such  as  lymphocytes  and  most 
epithelial  cells.  Moreover,  it  can 
regulate  other  processes  not  associated 
with  cell  division,  such  as  the  synthesis 
of  collagen  and  other  critical  molecules 
of  the  extracellular  matrix.  Its  actions 
are  germane  to  almost  every  branch  of 
medicine. 

Results  of  current  studies  have 
indicated  TGF-Beta  has  an  active  role  in 
embryogenesis,  tissue  and  bone  repair, 
and  carcinogenesis  suiggesting  several 
potential  clinical  applications  of  TGD- 
Beta.  For  example,  TGF-Beta  may  prove 
useful  in  surgical  wound  healing  in 
debilitated  patients  or  those  undergoing 
chemotherapy,  treatment  of  diabetic, 
decubitus  and  various  ulcers,  and 
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treatment  of  bums.  Studies  are  being 
conducted  in  intraocular  administration 
after  retinal  detachment  to  promote 
retinal  reattachment  and  in  acceleration 
of  bone  fracture  healing.  The  activity  of 
TGF-Beta  in  cell  proliferation  suggests  it 
may  be  useful  in  repair  of  injury  to  the 
myocardium  and  in  tissue  repair  in 
chronic  inflammatory  diseases.  The 
activity  of  TGF-Beta  in  lymphocyte 
suppression  suggests  a  potential  use  for 
immunosuppression  for  transplantation 
and  in  treatment  of  autoimmune 
diseases. 

The  following  fields  of  use  for  the 
inventions  claimed  in  these  patents  and 
patent  applications  are  available  for 
nonexclusive  licensing: 

— The  systemic  administration  of  TGF- 
Beta  for  the  treatment  of  wovmds  prior 
to,  during,  and  after  surgery  and 
similar  invasive  procedures; 

— The  systemic  administration  of  TGF- 
Beta  for  the  treatment  of  or  prevention 
of  a  disease  or  condition  characterized 
primarily  by  an  autoimmuner 
response;  and 

— The  nonsystemic  and  systemic 
administration  of  TGD-Beta  for  the 
treatment  or  prevention  of  a  disease  or 
condition  primarily  affecting  the  eye 
and  its  associated  diseases. 

The  following  fields  of  use  for  the 
inventions  claimed  in  these  patents  and 
patent  applications  are  not  available  at 
this  time  for  either  exclusive  or 
nonexclusive  licensing. 

— ^The  nonsystemic  administration  of 
TGF-Beta  for  repair  of  soft  tissue; 

— The  nonsystemic  and  systemic 
administration  of  TGF-Beta  for  the 
treatment  or  prevention  of  a  disease  or 
condition  of  the  human 
musculoskeletal  system  (including 
periodontal  disease  and  conditions); 
and 

— The  systemic  administration  of  TGF- 
Beta  for  the  treatment  or  prevention  of 
vascular  ischemia  and/or  reperfusion 
injvury. 

All  other  fields  of  use  for  the 
inventions  claimed  in  these  patents  and 
patent  applications  are  available  for 
either  exclusive  or  non-exclusive 
licensing  as  appropriate. 

ADDRESSES:  Licensing  information  and 
copies  of  this  U.S.  patent  application 
may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  Marjorie 
D.  Hunter  at  the  Office  of  Technology 
Transfer,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Box  OTT,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20892 
(telephone  301/496-7735;  fax  301/402- 
0220).  A  signed  Confidential  Disclosure 
Agreement  will  be  required  to  receive  a 
copy  of  the  patent  application. 


Dated;  August  20, 1993. 

Reid  G.  Adler, 

Director,  Office  of  Technology  Transfer. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20976  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  414<H)1-M 


Withdrawal  of  Interim  NIH  Guidelines 
for  the  Support  and  Conduct  of 
Therapeutic  Human  Fetal  Tissue 
Transplantation  Research  in  Light  of 
Superseding  Provisions  of  Public  Law 
103-43,  the  National  Institutes  of 
Health  Revitalization  Act  of  1993 

AGENCY:  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
PHS,  HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  new  statutory 
requirements  and  of  withdrawal  of 
interim  guidelines. 

SUMMARY:  The  National  Institutes  of 
Health  (NIH)  is  announcing  the 
withdrawal  of  its  interim  guidelines  for 
the  support  and  conduct  of  therapeutic 
human  fetal  tissue  transplantation 
research  because  of  the  superseding 
provisions  of  Public  Law  103-43,  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health 
Revitalization  Act  of  1993.  A  summary 
of  pertinent  provisions  of  the  Act  is 
provided  below. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  mailed  to  F.  William  Dommel,  Jr., 

J.D.,  Senior  Policy  Advisor,  Office  for 
Protection  firom  Research  Risks,  NIH, 
Building  31,  room  5B63,  9000  Rockville 
Pike,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20892,  301- 
496-7005,  or  delivered  to  the  same 
location  between  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  on 
weekdays.  Federal  holidays  excepted. 
Comments  received  may  be  inspected  at 
the  same  location  during  these  hours. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  F.  William  Dommel,  Jr.,  301-496- 
7005. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Backgroimd 

On  Jemuary  22, 1993,  President 
Clinton  issued  a  directive  to  the 
Secretary  of  Health  and  Human  Services 
ending  a  five-year  moratorium  on 
Federal  funding  of  therapeutic 
transplantation  research  that  uses 
human  fetal  tissue  derived  ft’om 
induced  abortions.  Secretary  of  Health 
and  Human  Services  Donna  E.  Shalala 
notified  the  National  Institutes  of  Health 
(NIH)  of  the  President’s  action,  and  then 
formally  revoked  the  moratorium  on 
February  1, 1993.  At  the  same  time,  the 
Secretary,  through  the  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health,  directed  the  NIH  to 
develop  interim  guidelines  based  on  the 
recommendations  of  the  1988  Human 
Fetal  Tissue  Transplantation  Research 
Panel  to  ensure  that  Federal  funding  of 


human  fetal  tissue  transplantation 
research  does  not  encourage  the  choice 
of  abortion.  Accordingly,  the  NIH 
prepared,  and  transmitted  to  the  Acting 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health,  interim 
policy  guidelines  based  on  the 
recommendations  of  the  1988  Human 
Fetal  Tissue  Transplantation  Research 
Panel  and  the  Advisory  Committee  to 
the  Director,  NIH.  Those  interim 
guidelines  were  published  in  the  NIH 
Guide  for  Grants  and  Contracts  on 
March  19. 1993  (Vol.  22.  No.  11). 

Action 

The  NIH  Interim  Guidelines  for  the 
Support  and  Conduct  of  Therapeutic 
Human  Fetal  Tissue  Transplantation 
Research  are  hereby  withdrawn  in  light 
of  the  comprehensive  and  superseding 
provisions  of  Public  Law  103-43, 
enacted  June  10, 1993.  Final  guidelines 
will  not  be  issued. 

Additional  Information 

Attention  is  directed  to  section  498A 
of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  289g-l)  added  by  Public  I^w 
103-43,  the  NIH  Revitalization  Act  of 
1993.  The  provisions  of  that  section 
pertinent  to  research  on  transplantation 
of  fetal  tissue  are  summarized  as 
follows: 

•  Human  fetal  tissue  means  tissue  or 
cells  obtained  from  a  dead  human 
embryo  or  fetus  after  a  spontaneous  or 
induced  abortion,  or  after  a  stillbirth. 

•  Human  fetal  tissue  may  be  used 
regardless  of  whether  the  tissue  is 
obtained  pursuant  to  a  spontaneous  or 
induced  abortion  or  pursuant  to  a 
stillbirth. 

•  The  Secretary  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  may  conduct  or  support 
research  on  the  transplantation  of 
human  fetal  tissue  for  therapeutic 
purposes. 

•  The  woman  donating  the  human 
fetal  tissue  must  sign  a  statement 
declaring  that  the  tissue  is  being 
donated  for  therapeutic  transplantation 
research,  the  donation  is  being  made 
without  any  restriction  regarding  the 
identity  of  individuals  who  may  be  the 
recipients  of  transplantations  of  the 
tissue,  and  the  donation  is  being  made 
without  her  (the  donor)  having  been 
informed  of  the  identity  of  those 
individuals  who  may  be  the  recipients. 

•  The  attending  pnysician  must  sign 
a  statement  declaring  that  the  tissue  has 
been  obtained  in  accord  with  the 
donor’s  signed  statement  and  that  full 
disclosure  has  been  made  to  the 
donating  women  of:  (1)  The  attending 
physician’s  interest,  if  any,  in  the 
research  to  be  conducted  with  the 
tissue,  and  (2)  any  known  medical  risks 
to  the  donor  or  risks  to  her  privacy  that 
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might  be  associated  with  the  donation  of 
the  tissue  and  are  in  addition  to  the 
risks  associated  with  the  woman’s 
medical  care.  In  the  case  of  tissue 
obtained  purstiant  to  an  induced 
abortion,  the  attending  physician’s 
statement  must  also  declare  that  the 
consent  of  the  woman  for  the  abortion 
was  obtained  prior  to  requesting  or 
obtaining  consent  for  donation,  the 
abortion  was  conducted  in  accord  with 
applicable  State  Law.  and  no  alteration 
of  the  timing,  method,  or  procedures 
used  to  terminate  the  pregnancy  was 
made  solely  for  the  purposes  of 
obtaining  the  tissue. 

•  The  individual  with  the  principal 
responsibility  for  conducting  the 
research  must  sign  a  statement  declaring 
that  the  individual  is  aware  that  the 
tissue  is  human  fetal  tissue  donated  for 
research  purposes  and  may  have  been 
obtained  pursuant  to  a  spontaneous  or 
induced  abortion  or  pursuant  to  a 
stillbirth;  that  the  principally 
responsible  researcher  has  provided 
such  information  to  other  individuals 
with  responsibilities  regarding  the 
research;  that  the  principally 
responsible  reseai^er  will  require, 
prior  to  obtaining  the  consent  of  a 
person  to  be  a  recipient  of  a 
transplantation  of  the  tissue,  written 
acknowledgment  of  receipt  of  the 
foregoing  information  by  such  recipient; 
and  that  the  principally  responsible 
researcher  has  had  no  part  in  any 
decisions  as  to  the  timing,  method,  or 
procedures  used  to  terminate  the 
pregnancy  made  solely  for  the  purposes 
of  the  research. 

•  Human  fetal  tissue  may  be  used 
only  if  the  head  of  the  agency  or  other 
entity  conducting  the  resear^  involved 
certifies  to  the  Secretary  of  Health  and 
Human  Services  that  the  statements 
reqviired  herein  will  be  available  for 
audit  by  the  Secretary  (HHS). 

•  Research  involving  the 
transplantation  of  human  fetal  tissue  for 
therapeutic  purposes  must  be  conducted 
in  accord  with  applicable  State  law  and 
the  Secretary  may  not  provide  support 
for  such  research  unless  the  applicant 
for  assistance  agrees  to  so  conduct  the 
research.  The  conduct  of  such  research 
by  the  Secretary  must  be  in  accord  with 
applicable  State  and  local  law. 

The  provisions  of  section  498B  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
289g-2),  added  by  PubHc  Law  103-43, 
the  NIH  Revitalization  Act  of  1993,  are 
summarized  as  follows: 

•  R  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person 
to  knowingly  acquire,  receive,  or 
otherwise  transfer  any  human  fetal 
tissue  for  valuable  consideration  if  the 
transfer  affects  interstate  commerce. 


(Valuable  consideration  does  not 
include  reasonable  payments  associated 
with  the  transportation,  implantaticm, 
processing,  preservation,  quality 
control,  or  storage  of  human  fetal 
tissue.) 

•  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person 
to  solicit  or  knowingly  acquire,  receive, 
or  accept  a  donation  of  human  fetal 
tissue  for  the  purpose  of  transplantation 
of  such  tissue  into  another  person  if  the 
donatitm  affects  intestate  commerce, 
the  tissue  will  be  or  is  obtained 
pursuant  to  an  induced  abortion,  and: 

(1)  The  donation  will  be  or  is  made 
pursuant  to  a  promise  to  the  donating 
individual  that  the  donated  tissue  will 
be  transplanted  into  a  recipient 
specified  by  such  individual;  (2)  the 
donated  tissue  will  be  transplanted  into 
a  relative  of  the  donating  individual;  or 
(3)  the  person  who  solicits  ot  knowingly 
acquires,  receives,  or  accepts  the 
donation  has  provided  valuable 
consideration  for  the  costs  associated 
with  such  abortion.  (Valuable 
consideration  does  not  include 
reasonable  paymmits  associated  with 
the  transportation,  implantation, 
processing,  preswvation,  quality 
control,  or  storage  of  human  fetal 
tissue.) 

•  Any  person  who  violates  these 
provisions  shall  be:  (1)  Fined  in 
accordance  with  title  18  United  States 
Code,  except  that  the  fine  shall  be  not 
less  than  twice  the  amoimt  of  any 
valuable  consideration  received,  (2) 
imprisoned  for  not  more  than  10  years, 
or  (3)  penalized  as  described  in  both  (1) 
and  (2). 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Ruth  L.  Kircchstein, 

Acting  Director.  NIH. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20977  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  414»-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Docket  No.  N-93-9038;  FR-OT36-N-10} 

Regulatory  Waiver  Requests  Granted 
by  the  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development 

AGENCY:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  HUD. 
ACTION:  Public  notice  of  the  granting  of 
regulatory  waiver  requests:  Deceml^r  1, 
1992  through  February  28, 1993. 

SUMMARY:  Under  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Reform  Act  of  1989  (Reform  Act),  the 
Department  (HUD)  is  required  to  make 
public  all  approval  actions  taken  on 


waivers  of  regulations.  This  Notice  is 
the  eighth  in  a  series,  being  published 
on  a  quarteriy  basis,  providing 
notification  of  waivers  granted  during 
the  preceding  reporting  period.  The 
purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  section  106  of  the 
Reform  Act. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

For  general  information  about  this 
Notice,  contact  Myra  Ransick,  Assistant 
General  Counsel  for  Regulations,  room 
10276,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  451  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20410. 

(Telephone  202-708-2084.  This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.)  For  information 
concerning  a  particular  waiver  action 
about  which  public  notice  is  provided 
in  this  document,  contact  the  person 
whose  name  and  address  is  set  out,  for 
the  particular  item,  in  the 
accompanying  list  of  waivm-grant 
actions. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  As  part  of 
the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Reform  Act  of  1989,  the  Congress 
adopted,  at  HUD’s  request,  legislation  to 
limit  and  control  the  granting  of 
regulatory  waivers  by  the  Department. 
S^Uon  106  of  the  Act  (section  7(q)(3)  of 
the  Departmcmt  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act,  42  U.S.C.  3535(q)(3)) 
provides  that: 

1.  Any  waiver  of  a  regulation  must  be 
in  writing  and  must  specify  the  groimds 
for  approving  the  waiver; 

2.  Authority  to  approve  a  waiver  of  a 
regulation  may  be  delegated  by  the 
Secretary  only  to  an  individual  of 
Assistant  Secretary  rank  or  equivalent 
rank,  and  the  person  to  whom  authority 
to  waive  is  delegated  must  also  have 
authority  to  issue  the  particular 
regulation  to  be  waived; 

3.  Not  less  than  quarterly,  the 
Secretary  must  notify  the  public  of  all 
waiveas  of  regulations  that  the 
Department  ^s  approved,  by 
publishing  a  Notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  These  Notices  (each  covering 
the  period  since  the  most  recent 
previous  notification)  shall: 

a.  Identify  the  project,  activity,  or 
undertaking  involved; 

b.  DescriTO  the  nature  of  the  provision 
waived,  and  the  designation  of  the 
provision; 

c.  Indicate  the  name  and  title  of  the 
person  who  granted  the  waiver  request; 

d.  Describe  Iniefly  the  grounds  for 
approval  of  the  request; 

e.  State  how  additional  information 
about  a  particular  waiver  grant  action 
may  be  obtained. 

Section  106  also  contains 
requirements  applicable  to  waivers  of 
HUD  handbook  provisions  that  are  not 
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relevant  to  the  purposes  of  today’s 
document. 

Today’s  document  follows 
publication  of  HUD’s  Statement  of 
Policy  on  Waiver  of  Regulations  and 
Directives  Issued  by  HUD  (56  FR  16337, 
April  22, 1991).  This  is  the  eighth 
Notice  of  its  kind  to  be  published  under 
section  106.  The  first  Notice,  published 
on  August  26, 1991,  updated  waiver- 
grant  activity  by  the  Department  firom 
the  period  immediately  following 
passage  of  the  Reform  Act  through  the 
end  of  May  1991.  Thereafter,  notices 
updating  waiver-grant  activity  for  the 
ensuing  three-month  periods  were 
published  on  October  28, 1991,  January 
13,  1992,  April  8, 1992,  July  20, 1992, 
October  9, 1992  and  April  1, 1993. 

Today’s  document  updates  HUD’s 
waiver-grant  activity  through  the  end  of 
February  1993.  In  approximately  one 
month,  the  Department  will  publish  a 
similar  Notice,  providing  information 
about  waiver-grant  activity  for  the 
period  firom  March  1, 1993  through  May 
31, 1993. 

For  ease  of  reference,  waiver  requests 
granted  by  departmental  officials 
authorized  to  grant  waivers  are  listed  in 
a  sequence  keyed  to  the  section  number 
of  the  HUD  regulation  involved  in  the 
waiver  action.  For  example,  a  waiver- 
grant  action  involving  exercise  of 
authority  imder  24  CFR  24.200 
(involving  the  waiver  of  a  provision  in 
part  24)  would  come  early  in  the 
sequence,  while  waivers  in  the  section 
8  and  section  202  programs  (24  CFR 
chapter  VIII)  would  be  among  the  last 
matters  listed.  Where  more  than  one 
regulatory  provision  is  involved  in  the 
grant  of  a  particular  waiver  request,  the 
action  is  listed  under  the  section 
number  of  the  first  regulatory 
requirement  in  title  24  that  is  being 
waived  as  part  of  the  waiver-grant 
action.  (For  example,  a  waiver  of  both 
§  811.105(b)  and  §  811.107(a)  would 
appear  sequentially  in  the  listing  under 
§  811.105(b).)  Waiver-grant  actions 
involving  the  same  initial  regulatory 
citation  are  in  time  sequence  beginning 
with  the  earliest-dated  waiver  grant 
action. 

Should  the  Department  receive 
additional  reports  of  waiver  actions 
taken  during  the  period  covered  by  this 
report  before  the  next  report  is 
published,  the  next  updated  report  will 
include  these  earlier  actions,  as  well  as 
those  that  occur  between  March  1, 1993 
and  through  May  31, 1993. 

Accordingly,  information  about 
approved  waiver  requests  pertaining  to 
regulations  of  the  Department  is 
provided  in  the  Appendix  that  follows 
this  Notice. 


Dated:  July  27, 1993. 

Henry  G.  Cisneros, 

Secretary. 

Appendix — ^Listing  of  Waivers  of 
Regulatory  Requirements  Granted  by 
Officers  of  the  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  December  1, 
1992  Through  February  28, 1993  (and 
Listing  of  Pre-December  1, 1992 
Regulatory  Waivers  Not  Previously 
Reported) 

OfiBce  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
and  Indian  Housing 

Note  to  Reader.  The  person  to  be  contacted 
for  additional  information  about  the  waiver 
grant  items  in  this  listing  is:  Madeline 
Hastings,  Director,  Rental  Assistance 
Division,  Department  HUD,  451  7th  Street 
SW.,  room  4226,  Washington,  DC  20410, 

(202)  708-2841.  (This  is  not  a  toll-fiee 
number.) 

1.  Regulation:  Family  Self-Sufficiency 
(FSS)  Program  Guidelines. 

Project/Activity:  The  Whatcom 
County  Housing  Agency,  a  public 
housing  agency  (HA)  in  Bellingham, 
Washington  was  allowed  additional 
time  to  submit  its  Action  Plan  to  HUD. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  FSS 
Program  Guidelines  require  that  each 
HA  operating  a  FSS  program  submit  an 
Action  Plan  to  HUD  within  90  days  of 
notification  of  approval  by  HUD  of  the 
HA’s  application. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  Schiff,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Public  and  Indian 
Housing. 

Date  Granted:  September  24, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  permit  the 
Whatcom  County  Housing  Agency  to 
submit  its  Action  Plan  to  HUD  after  the 
mandatory  time  period  (90  days).  The 
HA  was  unable  to  submit  its  Action 
Plan  within  the  mandatory  time  period 
because  its  FSS  program  coordinator 
was  on  extended  leave  of  absence  due 
to  illness.  The  waiver  was  provided 
because  the  implementation  of  the  FSS 
program  will  provide  the  participating 
(families  opportunities  for  first-time 
employment  or  improved  earnings,  and 
will  be  in  the  best  interest  of  the 
residents  of  the  area  and  Whatcom 
County  in  general. 

2.  Regulations:  24  CFR  887.53;  887.55; 
887.63;  887.101  (d)  and  (e)(1); 
887.101(e)(l)(ii);  887.107(a);  887.107(c); 
887.153(a);  887.155(a)(l)(i)  (second  and 
third  sentences  only);  887.155(a)(l)(iii); 
887.155(a)(l)(iv);  887.565(a);  Part  791, 
Subpart  C;  Section  IV.(B)(2)  of  the 
Family  Self-Sufficiency  Guidelines. 

Project/Activity:  South  Florida;  St. 
Mary  Parish  (Louisiana)  Housing 
Authority;  Morgan  City  (Louisiana) 
Housing  Authority:  Kairai  Coimty 
(Hawaii)  Housing  Authority — Response 


to  Hurricane  Aiidrew  and  Hurricane 
Iniki  Disasters. 

Nature  of  Requirements:  Submission 
and  approval  of  applications  for  rental 
voucher  assistance;  Annual 
Contributions  Contract  term  of  five 
years;  Annual  contributions  set  at  115 
percent  of  first  year  reqviirement  for 
assistance  payments  to  owners;  Notice 
to  public  of  availability  of  housing 
assistance;  Applicant  already  on  waiting 
list  need  not  reapply:  Public  housing 
agency  (PHA)  must  maintain  a  single 
waiting  list  for  the  rental  voucher  and 
rental  certificate  programs;  Selection  of 
applicants  firom  the  waiting  list;  Federal 
applicant  selection  preferences; 
Applicant  may  refuse  the  initial  offer  of 
a  rental  voucher  to  wait  for  a  rental 
certificate;  Rental  voucher  holder  may 
ask  the  PHA  to  exchange  a  rental 
voucher  for  a  rental  certificate; 

Receiving  PHA  imder  portability  may 
either  bill  the  initial  PHA  or  absorb  the 
feunily;  Local  government  comments  on 
appUcations  for  housing  assistance; 
Minimum  size  of  the  Family  Self- 
Sufficiency  program. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Seaetary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Dates  Granted:  November  4,  1992-t- 
for  South  Florida;  December  7, 1992 — 
for  St.  Mary  Parish,  Morgan  City,  and 
Kauai  County  Housing  Authorities. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  PHAs 
administering  rental  voucher  assistance 
provided  under  the  Dire  Emergency 
Supplemental  Appropriations  Act  of 
1992,  to  provide  immediate  rental 
voucher  assistance  to  hurricane  victims 
having  urgent  housing  needs  by: 
eliminating  undue  administrative 
burdens  imposed  by  these  regulations 
under  emergency  circumstances;  by 
modifying  certain  regulatory 
requirements  to  comport  with  the  intent 
of  the  Act;  and  by  facilitating  the 
obligation  and  use  of  funds 
appropriated  under  the  Act. 

3.  Regulation:  24  CFR  887.165. 

Project/Activity:  Metropolitan  Dade 
County  Department  of  Special  Housing 
Programs — Response  to  Hurricane 
An^ew  disaster. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  Regulation 
limits  the  term  of  rental  vouchers  to  120 
days  from  the  date  of  issuance. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
and  Indian  Housine. 

Date  Granted:  Feoruary  1, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  those 
families  in  Dade  County,  Florida,  who 
have  been  issued  a  rental  voucher,  an 
additional  120  days  to  search  for  safe, 
decent,  and  sanitary  housing.  This 
additional  search  time  is  necessary 
because  of  the  severe  shortage  of 
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housing  in  Dade  County  as  a  result  of 
Hurricane  Andrew.  This  waiver  is 
granted  only  for  the  special  disaster 
rental  vouchers  provided  under  the  Dire 
Emergency  Supplemental 
Appropriations  Act  of  1992. 

4.  Regulation:  24  CFR 
882.209(a)(4)(ii)(A). 

Project/ Activity:  Section  8  rental 
assistance  provided  in  connection  with 
the  demolition  of  Pennway  Plaza,  a 
public  housing  project  in  Kansas  City, 
Missouri. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  Regulation 
prohibits  a  public  housing  agency  horn 
establishing  a  selection  preference  based 
pn  the  identity  or  location  of  housing 
which  they  currently  occupy. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
and  Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  February.  16, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  permit  the 
Housing  Authority  of  the  City  of  Kansas 
City  (HACKC)  to  allow  eleven  families 
displaced  from  Pennway  Plaza  prior  to 
HUD  approved  demolition  to  be  given 
the  same  housing  options  as  those 
families  that  became  displaced  at  the 
time  of  demolition.  These  eleven 
families  had  good  reason  to  believe  that 
the  HACKC  would  provide  rental 
certificates  because  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  former  executive  director 
and  HUD’s  practice  to  approve  rental 
vouchers  or  certificates  to  assist  in  the 
relocation  of  families  affected  by  HUD 
approved  demolition  of  public  housing. 

5.  Regulation:  24  CFR 
882.209(a)(4)(ii)(A)  and  887.155(d)(1) 

Project/Activity:  Use  of  the  ten 
percent  non-Federal  preference 
authority  to  provide  a  Section  8  tenant 
selection  preference  for  public  housing 
residents. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  Regulation 
prohibits  tenant  selection  preferences 
based  on  the  identity  or  location  of  the 
housing  which  is  occupied  by  the 
applicant. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  November  27, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  permit  the 
Housing  Authority  of  the  City  of  Tulsa 
to  use  its  ten  percent  non-Federal 
preference  authority  to  provide  a 
Section  8  tenant  selection  preference  for 
public  housing  residents  in  order  to 
increase  public  housing  families’ 
housing  options  and  provide  the 
potentied  for  upward  mobility. 

6.  Regulation:  24  CFR  882.209(b)(3). 

Project/Activity:  Metropolitan  Dade 

Coimty  Department  of  Special  Housing 
Programs — Response  to  Hurricane 
Andrew  Disaster. 


Nature  of  Requirement:  Regulation 
requires  that  the  public  housing  agency 
comply  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible 
with  the  unit  distribution  specified  in 
the  Annual  Contributions  Contract 
(ACC). 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  September  16, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  the  Dade 
County  Department  of  Special  Housing 
Programs  to  overissue  rental  vouchers 
and  rental  certificates  imder  certain 
conditions,  to  meet  the  urgent  need  for 
rental  assistance  to  eligible  families  who 
lost  their  homes  as  a  result  of  Hurricane 
Andrew’.  This  waiver  was  granted  for  a 
period  of  four  months,  or  until  the 
execution  date  of  an  ACC  providing 
special  disaster  rental  vouchers 
(expected  to  be  made  available  imder  a 
supplemental  appropriation),  whichever 
is  shorter. 

7.  Regulations:  24  CFR  882.104(a)  and 
882.715(b). 

Project/ Activity:  Conversion  of 
Section  23  Projects  in  State  of  Maine. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  Regulations 
establish  the  maximum  total  annual 
contributions  contract  (ACC) 
commitment  based  on  the  number  of 
xmits  and  the  fair  market  rents,  and 
impose  a  rent  reasonableness  limitation 
for  project-based  certificate  assistance. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  November  27, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  The  VA,  HUD- 
Independent  Agencies  Appropriations 
Act  of  1992  contained  explicit  language 
requiring  the  Department  to  allow  PHAs 
to  extend  contracts  for  owners  who 
agreed  to  convert  firom  the  Section  23 
program  to  Section  8.  The  Act  required 
that  the  contracts  be  renewed  as  project- 
based  assistance  although  there  was  no 
explicit  authority  to  deviate  from 
normal  program  requirements.  The  rent 
increases  proposed  by  the  owners 
exceeded  the  rents  charged  for 
comparable  vmassisted  units. 

This  waiver  of  Section  882.104(a)  was 
provided  to  the  PHAs  in  Maine  since 
the  approval  of  the  rents  would  have 
exceeded  the  Total  Maximum  ACC 
commitment  allowed  under  program 
rules.  The  waiver  of  882.715(b)  was 
provided  since  Congress  in  the 
Appropriations  Act  exempted  the  PHAs 
from  tlae  requirements  of  Section 
8(c)(2)(C). 

8.  Regulation:  24  CFR  882.209(d)(2). 

Project/ Activity:  Expiration  of  Section 

8  Certificate,  Rochester  Housing 
Authority.  _ 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR 
882.209(d)(2)  limits  extensions  of  the 


term  of  a  rental  certificate  for  not  more 
than  60  additional  days. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Gran  tea:  February  3, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
requested  on  behalf  of  a  disabled 
individual  who  was  living  in  a  Section 
8  Moderate  Rehabilitation  unit  when  the 
HAP  contract  was  terminated  because  of 
noncompliance  with  housing  quality 
standards.  The  owner  subsequently 
defaulted  on  the  FHA-insured  mortgage 
and  the  property  was  tiu^ned  over  to 
HUD  12/23/92. 

Both  the  individual’s  psychiatrist  and 
physician  submitted  documentation 
substantiating  the  extreme  difficulty 
moving  posed  for  the  individual.  In 
consideration  of  the  individual’s 
disabilities,  the  housing  authority 
granted  the  individual  the  maximum 
extension  possible  imder  the 
regulations,  and  both  the  bank  and 
subsequently  HUD  allowed  the 
individual  to  remain  in  the  unit  while 
it  was  processed  and  advertised  for  sale. 
The  individual  continued  to  live  in  the 
unit  during  this  time  without  Section  8 
assistance  in  the  hope  that  the  new 
owner  would  accept  the  individual  as  a 
tenant  and  participate  in  the  Section  8 
program,  but  was  aw'are  that  the  new 
owner  would  be  under  no  obligation  to 
accept  Section  8  assistance. 

In  order  to  prevent  undue  hardship 
for  this  individual,  the  waiver  permitted 
the  Rochester  Housing  Authority  to 
extend  the  rental  certificate  for  up  to 
120  days  from  the  date  the  property  is 
sold  to  the  new  owner. 

Note  to  Reader:  The  person  to  be  contacted 
for  additional  information  about  the  waiver- 
grant  items  in  this  listing  is:  Mr.  Roger 
Braner,  Acting  Director,  Office  of  Assisted 
Housing,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  room 
4116,  Washington,  DC  20410,  Phone:  (202) 
708-1380,  TDD;  (202)  708-4594. 

9.  Regulation:  24  CFR  §  901.120  (a) 
and  (b). 

Project/Activity:  Newark  Housing 
Authority,  Time  Extension  to  Complete 
the  Public  Housing  Management 
Assessment  Program  (PHMAP) 
assessment. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulation  cites  specific  time  frames  for 
the  completion  of  the  Public  Housing 
Management  Assessment  Program 
(PHMAP)  assessment. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  September  30, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  'The  New  York 
Regional  Office  was  granted  a  waiver  for 
the  completion  of  the  PHMAP 
assessment  for  the  Newark  Housing 
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Authority  (NHA)  due  to  the  change  in 
the  PHMAP  score  of  the  ciurently 
designated  troubled  NHA.  Prior  to  the 
removal  of  troubled  designation,  the 
New  York  Regional  Office  is  required  to 
ensure  that  a  confirmatory  review  of  the 
NHA  is  conducted,  the  PHMAP 
assessment  is  completed,  and  the  NHA 
is  notified  of  its  status  under  the 
PHMAP. 

10.  Regulation:  24  CFR 
§  901.120(b)(2). 

Project/Activity:  Cuyahoga 
Metropolitan  Housing  Authority,  Time 
Extension  to  Complete  the  Public 
Housing  Management  Assessment 
Program  (PHMAP)  assessment. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulation  cites  specific  time  frames  for 
Field  Office  completion  of  the  Public 
Housing  Management  Assessment 
Program  (PHMAP)  assessment. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  April  21, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  The  Cleveland  Field 
Office  was  granted  a  waiver  for  the 
completion  of  the  PHMAP  assessment 
for  the  Cuyahoga  Metropolitan  Housing 
Authority  (CMHA)  due  to  the  necessity 
to  merge  performance  data  from  the 
Lakeview  Terrace  Resident  Management 
Firm  with  that  of  CHMA;  and  the 
completion  by  the  Field  Office  of  a 
confirmatory  review  after  the  merge  has 
been  completed. 

The  Chicago  Field  Office  was  granted 
a  waiver  for  the  completion  of  the 
PHMAP  assessment  for  all  of  the  public 
housing  agencies  in  its  jurisdiction  due 
to  the  flooding  by  the  Chicago  River  and 
various  computer  problems. 

11.  Regulation:  24  CFR 
§  901.120(b)(2). 

Project/Activity:  Salt  Lake  Housing 
Authority,  Time  Extension  to  Complete 
the  Public  Housing  Management 
Assessment  Program  (PHMAP) 
assessment. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulation  cites  specific  time  fi-ames  for 
Field  Office  completion  of  the  Public 
Housing  Management  Assessment 
Program  (PHMAP)  assessment. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  April  22, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  The  Denver  Regional 
Office  was  granted  a  waiver  for  the 
completion  of  the  PHMAP  assessment 
for  the  Salt  Lake  Housing  Authority 
(SLHA)  due  to  the  fact  that  the  SLHA 
used  incorrect  data  for  its  PHMAP 
Certification  and  it  required  additional 
time  to  resubmit  its  first  phase  PHMAP 
certification,  thereby  necessitating 
additional  time  for  the  Denver  Regional 
Office  to  complete  the  PHMAP  v 
assessment. 


12.  Regulation:  24  CFR 
§  901.120(b)(2). 

Project/ Activity:  Marianna  Housing 
Authority,  Time  Extension  to  Complete 
the  Public  Housing  Management 
Assessment  Program  (PHMAP) 
assessment. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulation  cites  specific  time  frames  for 
Field  Office  completion  of  the  Public 
Housing  Management  Assessment 
Program  (PHMAP)  assessment. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  July  13, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  The  Little  Rock  Field 
Office  was  granted  a  waiver  for  the 
completion  of  the  PHMAP  assessment 
for  the  Marianna  Housing  Authority 
(MHA)  due  to  the  fact  that  the  MHA 
used  incorrect  data  for  its  PHMAP 
Certification  and  it  required  additional 
time  to  resubmit  its  first  phase  PHMAP 
certification,  thereby  necessitating 
additional  time  for  the  Little  Rock  Field 
Office  to  complete  the  PHMAP 
assessment. 

Note  to  Reader  The  person  to  be  contacted 
for  additional  information  about  waiver-grant 
items  in  this  listing  is:  Gary  Van  Buskirk, 
Director,  Homeownership  Division,  Office  of 
Resident  Initiatives,  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  451  Seventh  Street, 
SW,  Washington,  DC  20410,  Phone:  (202) 
708-4233. 

13.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  ni  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/Activity:  Antigo,  Wisconsin 
Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  III 
Homeownership  Opportimity  Programs 
Project(s)  WI  85-1. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  September  30, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Commimity  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 


(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  tlie  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  IE  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

14.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  HI  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/Activity:  Battle  Creek, 

Michigan  Housing  Authority,  Turnkey 
in  Homeownership  Opportunity 
Programs  Project(s)  MI33-035-004. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Tvimkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  October  28, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  dent  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

15.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/Activity:  Columbus 
Metropolitan  (Ohio)  Housing  Authority, 
Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Programs  Project(s)  OH16- 
POOl-Oll,  017,  022,  023,  024,  025,  026 
and  027. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
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Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  October  28, 1992. 

Beason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Tiunkey  in  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedmes. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness.  _ 

Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turkey  m  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  in  Handbook  (7495.3) 

Project/ Activity:  Cuyahoga 
Metropolitan  Housing  Authority, 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  Turnkey  in 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  OH-5,  43,  47.  48,  49,  51,  60, 
61.  62,  63,  64,  65,  66,  67.  68  and  69. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  in 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownersUp  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Commvmity  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 


Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3) 

Project/ Activity:  Dallas,  Texas 
Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  HI 
Homeownership  Opporttmity  Programs 
Project(s)  TX21-P009-015  and  016. 

Nature  of  Requirements:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownersMp  imit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  October  28, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Commimity  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/lndian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 

forgiveness.  _ 

Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  HI  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3) 
Project/Activity:  Durham,  North 
Carolina  Housing  Authority.  Turnkey  m 
Homeownership  Opportrmity  Programs 
Project(s)  NC013-016  and  NC013-O18. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  IB 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 


homeownership  rmit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  24, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  hy  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  HI  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

19.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  HI  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  HI  Handbook  (7495.3) 

Project/ Activity:  Lansing,  Michigan 
Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  III 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  MI33-058-009. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  emd 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  24. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Commvmity  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
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(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Ttimkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedmes. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

20.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  HI  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  in  Handbook  (7495.3) 

Project/ Activity:  Lucas  Metropolitan 
Housing  Authority,  Toledo,  Ohio 
Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Programs  Project(s)  OH6- 
(023/024),  027,  029,  033  and  034. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  die  Turnkey  HI 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownersMp  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Grantea;  December  23, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  PubUc  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  HI  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
comphance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

21.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  in  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  HI  Handbook  (7495.3) 
Project/Activity:  Metropolitan 
Development  and  Housing  Agency, 
Nashville,  Tennessee  Turnkey  ni 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  developed  under  ACC  A- 
3777,  #  TN5-18. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  m 


Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownersUp  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  October  28, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

22.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  HI  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  IB  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/Activity:  Millville,  New  Jersey 
Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  HI 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  NJ61-6. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  HI 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  imit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 


(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  m  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 

forgiveness.  _ 

23.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  HI  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Tximkey  HI  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/ Activity:  Muskegon,  Michigan 
Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  III 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  MI066-001,  MI066-002  and 
MI066-003. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  HI 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownersUp  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Grantea:  September  30, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  PubUc  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  IH  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

24.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Tmmkey  ni  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the  Turkey 
III  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/ Activity:  Norfolk 
Redevelopment  and  Housing  Authority, 
Narfolk,  Virginia  Turnkey  III 
Homeownership  Opportimity  Programs 
Project(s)  VA36-P006-015  and  VA36- 
P006-014. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  HI 
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Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD.  ' 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Grantea:  October  28. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
Unit^  States  Housii^  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/lndian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  canc:el  im  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  HI  d^  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procediues. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness.  _ 

25.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  HI  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program]  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  m  Handboc^  (7495.3). 

Pro)&::t/Activity:  Raleigh,  North 
Carolina  Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  III 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  NC2-8.  _ 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  Turnkey  HI 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Grantea:  December  24, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 


(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  resmect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorize  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

26.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  in  Homeownwship 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  in  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/ Activity:  Roanoke,  Virginia. 
Redevelopment  and  Housing  Authority. 
Turnkey  HI  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Programs  Proj^(s)  VAll- 
4  and  ACC  Contract  P-155.  _ 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  cmd  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By.  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Grants:  October  28, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Commimity  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

27.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportimity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  HI  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/Activity:  Stevens  Point, 
Wisconsin  Housing  Authority,  Turnkey 
III  Homeownership  Opportimity 
Programs  Project(s)  WI37-005^ 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  &e  Turnkey  IB 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownersMp  unit  that  the  monies 


received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secr^ry  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Grant^:  December  24, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  auUiorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendinents  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7. 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment 
Turnkey  HI  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  h^  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

28.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpait  B 
(Turnkey  in  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Ftovisions  of  the 
Turnkey  HI  H^dbook  (7495.3). 

Proj^/Activity:  Tennessee  Valley 
Regional  Housing  Authority,  Corinth. 
Mississippi  Turnkey  HI  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Programs  Project(s)  MS6- 
12. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  ID 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownersfop  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  October  28, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Etevelopment 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
Unit^  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
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(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Tvimkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

29.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Tvunkey  in  Borneo wnership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/ Activity:  Tuskegee,  Alabama 
Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  III 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  AL-160-5 
Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownersUp  imit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  November  20, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Commimity  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

30.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/ Activity:  Vineland,  New  Jersey 
Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  III 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  NJ63-3,  8,  9, 10, 15  and  16. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 


the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  October  28, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HIT)  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  in  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

31.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/ Activity:  Winston-Salem, 

North  Carolina  Housing  Authority, 
Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Programs  Project(s) 
NC012011,  NC012013,  NC012015, 
NC012016,  NC012017,  NC012018  and 
NC012019. 

Nature  of  Requirement.  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Dated  Granted:  November  20, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 
(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  &e 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 


(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

32.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportimity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/ Activity:  York,  Pennsylvania 
Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  III 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  PA26-022-06  and  07. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Dated  Granted:  December  24, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Commimity  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

33.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  III  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  III  Handbook  (7495.3). 

Project/Activity:  Dade  County,  Florida 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  Turnkey  III 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  5-53  (Seminola)  and  5-52 
(Scattered  Sites). 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  III 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
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homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  he  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and  or 
Operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
and  Indian  Housing. 

Dated  Granted:  January  25, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985, 

(the  Amendments)  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  princi]^ 
emd  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/indian  Housing  Authorities 
(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  III  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

34.  Regulation:  24  CFR  904  Subpart  B 
(Turnkey  111  Homeownership 
Opportunity  Program)  and 
Corresponding  Provisions  of  the 
Turnkey  lU  H^dbook  (7495.3). 

Project/ Activity:  Michigan  City. 

Indiana  Housing  Authority,  Turnkey  IIL. 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Programs 
Project(s)  INOl  9-004  and  IN019-005. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  904 
Subpart  B  and  the  Turnkey  HI 
Handbook  require  that  upon  sale  of  a 
homeownership  unit  that  the  monies 
received  be  remitted  to  HUD  to  reduce 
the  capital  indebtedness  on  the  project. 
Excess  Residual  Receipts  and/or 
operating  Reserves  are  also  to  be 
remitted  to  HUD. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
and  Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  January  25, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  Project  debt 
forgiveness  was  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  3004  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Reconciliation  Amendments  of  1985 
(the  Amendments),  P.L.  99-272  (April  7, 
1986)  which  amends  Section  4  of  the 
United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937.  The 
Amendments  authorized  the  Secretary 
of  HUD  to  forgive  outstanding  principal 
and  interest  on  loans  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  Public  Housing  Agencies 
(PHAs)/Indian  Housing  Authorities 


(IHAs)  and  to  cancel  the  terms  of  any 
contract  with  respect  to  repayment. 

Turnkey  IB  debt  forgiveness,  as 
authorized  above,  is  implemented 
according  to  existing  HUD  procedures. 

The  housing  authority  has  shown 
good  cause  and  demonstrated 
compliance  with  all  applicable 
regulatory  requirements  for  debt 
forgiveness. 

35.  Regulation:  HOPE  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing  Homeownership  (HOPE 
1)  Program.  Guidelines,  Sections  305 
and  405  as  published  on  January  14. 

1992  (57  FR  1522). 

Project/ Activity:  All  HOPE  1, 1992, 
Planning  and  Implementation  grantees 
to  permit  them  to  attend  HUD 
homeownership  training  conducted  in 
Atlanta,  GA,  during  the  week  of  October 
26-30, 1992  and  to  attend  the  Annual 
Conference  of  the  National  Association 
of  Resident  Management  Corporations 
in  Las  Vegas,  Nevada  from  August  31- 
September  3, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  Sections  305 
and  405  of  the  HOPE  1  guidelines 
prohibit  the  use  of  planning  or 
implementation  grant  funds  until  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  HOPE  1  grant 
agreement.  The  cited  prohibitions 
contained  in  Sections  305  and  405  of 
the  HOPE  1  Guidelines  are  regulatory, 
not  statutoi^,  in  nature. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
and  Indian  Housing,  PD. 

Date  Granted:  januaiy  21, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  Pursuant  to  Section 
901  of  the  HOPE  1  Guidelines,  a 
regulatory  provision  that  is  “not 
otherwise  required  by  law”  may  be 
waived  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Public  and  Indian  Housing  upon  a 
determination  of  good  cause,  and  upon 
documentation  of  the  pertinent  facts 
emd  grounds  supporting  the  waiver. 

Good  cause  was  exhibited  by  the 
HOPE  1  planning  and  implementation 
grantees  as  follows: 

Planning  and  implementation 
applicants  for  this  new  program  needed 
to  be  trained  on  various  aspects  of  the 
grant  agreement  with  which  they  were 
previously  unfamiliar,  e.g.,  proper  use 
of  the  LOCCS-VR3  draw  down  system*, 
grant  execution  procedures: 
development  of  the  mandatory  project 
management  plan;  and  operation  of  the 
airbitration/mediation  requirements. 
HUD  contracted  with  individuals  and 
entities  to  carry  out  portions  of  the 
training  conducted  in  Atlanta,  Georgia 
during  the  last  week  of  October  1992. 

The  Department  believes  that  the 
grantees’  attendance  at  the  Atlanta  and 
Las  Vegas  training  provided  them  with 
invalu^le  technical  assistance  in 
carrying  out  their  HOPE  1  grant  and  will 


greatly  increase  their  likelihood  of 
developing  and  carrying  out  successful 
homeownership  programs. 

The  Department  has  determined  that 
the  HOPE  1  grantees’  attendance  at  the 
above  cited  training  is  an  eligible  HOPE 
1  Grant  expense  since  the  training  was 
directly  related  to  developing  and 
carrying  out  the  homeownership 
program  pursuant  to  Sections  305(b) 
and  405(b)(13)  of  the  HOPE  1 
Guidelines. 

Note  to  Reader:  The  person  to  be  contacted 
for  additional  information  about  waiver-grant 
items  in  this  listing  is:  Dom  Nessi,  Director. 
Office  of  Indian  Housing,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20410. 
Phone:  (202)  708-1015,  TDD:  (202)  708- 
0850. 

36.  Regulation:  24  CFR  905.325 
Project/Activity:  Establishment  of 

ceiling  rents  for  Lac  Vieux  Desert 
Chippewa  Housing  Authority. 

Nature  of  the  Requirement:  Waiver  of 
the  Regulation  cited  above  is  required  to 
allow  establishment  of  ceiling  rents  for 
their  Rental  Program. 

Granted  By  ^^chael  B.  Janis.  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  PD. 

Date  Granted:  March  2, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
requested  and  granted  to  allow  the  Lac 
Vieux  Desert  Chippewa  Housing 
Authority  to  establish  ceiling  rents  for 
their  rental  program  in  accordance  with 
PIH  Notice  89-21,  which  provides  for 
the  establishment  of  ceiling  rents  in  a 
rental  Indian  housing  program. 

37.  Regulation:  24  CFR  905.325 . 

Pro je<^ Activity:  Establishment  of 

ceiling  rents  for  Minnesota  Dakota 
Indian  Housing  Authority. 

Nature  of  the  Requirement:  Waiver  of 
the  Regulation  cited  above  is  required  to 
allow  establishment  of  ceiling  rents  for 
their  Rental  Program. 

Granted  By:  h^chael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Public 
and  Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  March  24. 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
requested  and  granted  to  allow  the 
Minnesota  Dakota  Indian  Housing 
Authority  to  establish  ceiling  rents  for 
their  rental  program  in  accordance  with 
PIH  Notice  89-21,  which  provides  for 
the  establishment  of  ceiling  rents  in  a 
rental  Indian  housing  program. 

38.  Regulation:  24  CFR  905.416(c)  and 
(d). 

Project/ Activity:  Establishment  of  the 
Mutual  Help  Homeownership 
Opportunity  (MH)  Program  waiting  list 
and  preliminary  selection  of  homc^uyer 
from  the  MH  waiting  list  at  the  Rosebud 
Housing  Authority  (RHA)  in  Rosebud. 
South  Dakota. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulation  applies  to  the  IHA 
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maintaining  a  waiting  list  of  families 
that  have  applied  for  MH  housing  and 
that  have  bmn  determined  to  meet  the 
admission  requirements.  Also,  the  IHA 
must,  within  30  days  after  HUD 
approval  of  the  application  for  a  project, 
select  homebuyers  from  the  MH  waiting 
list  in  accordance  with  the  date  of 
application,  qualification  for  a  Federal 
preference,  and  other  pertinent  factors 
\mder  the  IHA’s  admissions  policies. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  Schiff,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Public  and  Indian 
Housing. 

Date  Granted-  December  1, 1992. 
Reason  Waived-  This  action  was 
requested  and  granted,  because  the  RHA 
inadvertently  built  a  MH  unit  on  land 
belonging  to  this  participant.  The 
participant  was  found  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  program,  thus 
allowing  her  to  remain  in  the  unit. 

39.  Regulation- 24  CFR  905.705. 
Project/Activity:  Use  of  one  unit  from 

the  Shoshone  Joint  Housing  Authority’s 
rental  inventory  to  be  used  as  a  law 
enforcement  office  within  the 
Duckwater  community,  pursuant  to  PIH 
Notice  90-39. 

Nature  of  the  Requirement:  Waiver  of 
the  Regulation  cited  above  is  required  to 
allow  operating  subsidy  to  be  provided 
for  a  non-dwelling  tmit  and  the 
inclusion  of  the  unit  in  the  Performance 
Funding  calculation. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  Schiff,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Public  and  Indian 
Housing. 

Date  Granted:  October  23, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
requested  and  granted  to  provide 
operating  subsidy  for  one  unit  removed 
from  the  Shoshone  Joint  Housing 
Authority’s  rental  inventory  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  in  PIH 
Notice  90-39,  which  allows  for  the  non¬ 
dwelling  use  of  imits  to  support 
economic  self-sufficiency  services  and 
anti-drug  programs.  The  increased 
presence  of  law  enforcement  personnel 
will  help  to  provide  a  safe  and  enjoyable 
living  environment. 

40.  Regulation-  24  CFR  905.705. 
Project/ Activity:  Use  of  one  unit  from 

the  Navajo  housing  authority’s  rental 
inventory  to  be  used  for  a  resident 
management  central  office. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  Waiver  of  the 
Regulation  cited  above  is  required  to 
allow  operating  subsidy  to  be  provided 
for  the  non-dwelling  unit  and  the 
inclusion  of  the  unit  in  the  Performance 
Fimding  System  calculation. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  Schiff.  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Public  and  Indian 
Housing. 

Date  Granted:  October  23, 1992. 
Reason  Waived-  This  waiver  was 
requested  and  granted  to  provide 


operating  subsidy  for  one  imit  removed 
from  the  Navajo  housing  authority’s 
rental  inventory  in  accordance  with 
Notice  90-39,  which  allows  for  the  non- 
dwelling  use  of  units  to  support 
economic  self-sufficiency  services  and 
anti-drug  programs. 

Note  to  Reader.  The  person  to  be  contacted 
for  additional  information  about  waiver-grant 
items  in  this  listing  is:  Gary  Van  Buskirk, 
Director,  Homeownership  Division,  (Office  of 
Resident  Initiatives,  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  451  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20410,  Phone:  (202) 
708-4233. 

41.  Regulation-  24  CFR  906  10(a}, 
Section  5(h)  Homeownership  Program. 

Project/Activity:  Housing  Authority  of 
Louisville,  Kentucky  (HAL)  Section  5(h) 
homeownership  program  for  their 
LaSalle  Place  housing  development. 

Nature  of  Requirement,  24  CFR 
906.10(a)  states  that  residents  of 
dwellings  authorized  for  sale  under  a 
homeownership  plan,  who  are  ineligible 
for  purchase,  or  who  decline  to 
purchase,  shall  be  given  the  choice  of 
relocation  to  other  suitable  and 
affordable  bousing  or  continued 
occupancy  of  the  present  dwelling  on  a 
rental  basis,  at  a  rent  no  higher  than  that 
permitted  by  the  ACT.  Displacement 
(permanent,  involuntary  move),  in  order 
to  make  a  dwelling  available  for  sale,  is 
prohibited. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  and 
Indian  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  22, 1992. 
Reason  Waived-  There  is  no 
prohibition  of  involimtary  relocation  by 
the  Section  5(h}  homeownership 
program  authorizing  sections,  6(c)(4)(D), 
of  the  United  States  Housing  Act  of 
1937  (Act). 

Good  cause  was  exhibited  by  the 
Housing  Authority  of  Louisville  as 
follows: 

The  development  is  currently  vacant, 
HAL,  as  part  of  their  Section  5(h) 
homeownership  plan  is  instituting  an 
economic  development  program  for  the 
residents  of  LaSalle  Place.  Under  this 
plan.  HAL  will  extend  to  the  residents 
ample  opportunity  to  achieve  economic 
self-sufficiency  before  any  involimtary 
relocation  of  nonpurchasing  residents 
would  take  place. 

Additiondly,  HAL  has  set  up  an  order 
of  eligibility  to  purchase  which  gives  all 
residents  of  LaSalle  Place  the  first 
chance  to  prove  their  eligibility  to 
purchase  a  home  in  that  development. 
HAL  is  also  considering  anyone  who  is 
employed  or  who  has  a  steady  source  of 
legitimate  income  in  excess  of  $8,000 
per  year  as  a  qualified  buyer.  Thus  they 
are  giving  existing  residents  every 
chance  to  qualify. 


It  is  also  important  to  note  that  HAL 
has  demonstrated  in  three  previous  low- 
income  homeownership  programs  that  it 
is  not  only  fully  qualified  to  operate  a 
homeownership  program,  but  also  that 
it  considers  the  best  interests  of  its  low- 
income  residents  during  the 
implementation  of  its  homeownership 
programs. 

Note  to  Reader.  The  person  to  be  contacted 
for  additional  information  about  the  waiver- 
grant  items  in  this  listing  is:  John  Comerford, 
Director,  Financial  Management  Division. 
Office  of  Public  and  Indian  Housing, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20410,  Phone:  (202)  708- 
1872,  TDD:  (202)  708-0850. 


42.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Caddo  Electric 

Housing  Authority,  OK.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  begiiming  January  1. 

1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  tne  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  16, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  begiiming 
Januaiy  1, 1992. 

43.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Hughes  Housing 

Authority,  AR.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  Fiscal  Year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  Dumber  16, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 


1992. 


44.  ReguJation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/ Activity:  Greer  Housing 


Authority,  SC.  In  determining  the 
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operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  Etecember  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

45  flegu/afion:24CFR990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Demopolis  Housing 
Authority,  AL.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

46.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Rocky  Mount 
Housing  Authority,  NC.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  January  1, 

1992 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  to  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Yeeirs  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 


47.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Pro  feet/ Activity:  Brantley  Housing 

Authority,  AL.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
Jaunary  1, 1992, 

48.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  New  Britain  Housing 

Authority,  CT.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

49.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Projert/ Activity:  Somersworth 

Housing  Authority,  NH.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  January  1, 

1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 


treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

50.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Canton  Housing 
Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement.  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

51  fleguiation- 24  CFR  990.104. 

Project  Activity:  Olathe  Housing 
Authority,  KS.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement.  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1,  1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  em  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

52.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project  Activity:  Gideon  Housing 
Authority,  MO  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
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Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

53.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project  Activity:  Vandalia  Housing 

Authority,  MO  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjusthient 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992 

Nature  of  Requirement.  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992 

54.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project  Activity:  Kinloch  Housing 

Authority,  MO  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  taimplement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  Ei^ember  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  .was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992 

55  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity.  Pagedale  Housing 
Authority,  MO  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eUgibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  flequiremenf’The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 


Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  Ciecember  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

56.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Hillsdale  Housing 

Authority,  MO.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eUgibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement  The  delay  in' 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fxmding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  Dwember  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

57.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Homersville  Housing 

Authority,  MO  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Exp>ense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  Etecember  9, 1992 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

58.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Cardwell  Housing 

Authority,  MO.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement'  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 


rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginnmg 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

59.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Senate  Housing 

Authority,  MO.  hi  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement- The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

60.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  McGregor  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

61.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Lott  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992 

Nature  of  Requirement' The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
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Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appends  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  year  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  Etecember  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

62.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  South  Milwaukee 
Housing  Authority,  WI.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  January  1, 

1992 

Nature  of  Requirement 'The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

63  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Appleton  Housing 
Authority,  WI.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

64.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Cairo  Housing 
Authority,  NE.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 


early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
begiiming  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

65  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Vernon  Housing 
Authority,  CT.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

66.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Morganton  Housing 

Authority,  NC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  v\dth  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

67.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Earle  Housing 

Authority,  AR.  In  determining  the 


operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fvmding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

68.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Boston  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

69.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Cave  Spring  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
begiiming  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  ivith  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 
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70.  Regulation  •  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Oneonta  Housing 

Authority,  AL.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
begiiming  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement-  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fxmding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  9, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

71.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Beggs  Housing 

Authority,  OK.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  3, 1992. 
Reason  Waived-  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992 

72.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Fort  Gibson  Housing 

Authority,  OK.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
begiiming  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  3, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 


Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

73.  Regulation-  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Muskogee  Housing 

Authority,  OK.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement.  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  3, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

74.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/ Activity.-  Grapevine  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  3, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992 

75  Regulation-  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/ Activity:  Klamath  Housing 
Authority,  OR.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  2  units 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  economic  self-sufficiency 
program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By.  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  September  9, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self¬ 


sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

76.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Vancouver  Housing 

Authority,  WA.  hi  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  1  unit 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  economic  self-sufficiency 
program. 

Nature  of  Requirement- The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  ft-om  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  September  9, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

77.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Elk  City  Housing 

Authority,  OK.  In  determining  the 
loperating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  2  imits 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  economic  self-sufficiency 


program. 

Nature  of  Requirement-  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  21, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 


subsidy  for  imits  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

78.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Pueblo  Housing 
Authority,  CO.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  1  unit 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  economic  self-sufficiency 


program. 

Nature  of  Requirement  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  imits  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary, 

Date  Granted:  October  23,  1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 


subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 
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79.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  LaFollette  Housing 

Authority,  TN.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  1  unit 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  economic  self-sufficiency 
program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  horn  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiffi 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  1, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  cdiange  to  the 
regulation. 

80.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Knoxville  Housing 

Authority.  TN.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  20  units 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  ecnncnnic  self-sufficiency  and 
anti-drugprogram. 

Nature  of  Requirement:The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  horn  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Scdiiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  Di^mber  1. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

81.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Beaufort  Housing 

Authority.  SC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  1  unit 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  economic  self-sufficiency  and 
anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dw'elling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By;  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  11, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allovy  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

82.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Winston-Salem 

Housing  Authority,  NC.  In  determining 


the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  for  funding  for  4  units 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  economic  self-sufficiency  and 
anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  fimding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  11. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation.  _ 

83.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Sylacauga  Housing 

Authority.  AL.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  1  unit 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  \mits  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  16, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

84.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Macon  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  2  units 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant. 

Date  Granted:  February  4, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non- 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

85.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Lexington  Housing 

Authority.  KY.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  3  units 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  em  economic  self-sufficiency 
and  anti-drug  program. 


Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  February  4. 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

86.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Gadsden  Housing 

Authority,  AL.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  3  units 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  ^chael  B.  Janis.  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  February  9. 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non- 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

87.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Oklahoma  City 

Housing  Authority,  OK.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  for  funding  for  10 
units  approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  economic  self-sufficiency  and 
anti-drug  programs. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  fimding 
for  units  removed  finm  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  February  19, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

88.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Covington  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  1  unit 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 
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Date  Granted:  February  25, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

89.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Cheraw  Housing 

Authority,  SC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  1  unit 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  economic  self-sufficiency 
and  anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  February  25, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

90.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  El  Paso  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  3  units 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  February  26, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

91.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Snohomish  Housing 

Authority,  WA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  4  units 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  economic  self-sufficiency 
and  anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  March  4, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self¬ 


sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

92.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Levelland  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  for  funding  for  1  unit 
approved  for  non-dwelling  use  to 
promote  an  economic  self-sufficiency 
and  anti-drug  program. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  operating 
subsidy  calculation  excludes  funding 
for  units  removed  from  the  dwelling 
rental  inventory. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  March  4, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:To  allow  additional 
subsidy  for  units  approved  for  non¬ 
dwelling  use  to  promote  economic  self- 
sufficiency  services  and  anti-drug 
programs  pending  publication  of  a  final 
rule  implementing  this  change  to  the 
regulation. 

93.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/ Activity:  Roxboro  Housing 

Authority,  NC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1,  1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1,  1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  September  25, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

94.  Regulation:  24  CFR 
990.109(b)(3)(iv). 

Project/ Activity:  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility  for  the 
Chicago  Housing  Audiority,  Chicago,  IL, 
a  request  was  made  to  use  85%  as  the 
projected  occupancy  percentage  instead 
of  97%. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
regulation  requires  a  Low  Occupancy 
PHA  without  an  approved 
Comprehensive  Occupancy  Plan  (COP) 
to  use  a  projected  occupancy  percentage 
of  97%. 

Granted  by:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary, 

Date  Granted:  December  14, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  The  Authority  argued 
that  recent  shootings  at  several  housing 


projects  had  created  an  emergency 
safety  and  security  situation  requiring 
an  immediate  need  to  ensure  a  safe 
environment  for  the  residents  and 
workers  of  the  Authority.  This 
emergency  situation  was  beyond  the 
Authority’s  control  and  would  delay  the 
Authority  from^undertaking  needed 
vacancy  reduction  measures. 

The  Authority’s  arguments  were 
accepted  and  the  funds  that  resulted 
from  the  waiver  were  directed  to  be  first 
used  to  address  the  emergency  situation. 
As  soon  as  the  immediate  crisis  is  over, 
however,  the  Authority  is  expected  to 
use  remaining  funds  to  increase 
occupancy  in  the  buildings  and  projects 
that  have  been  made  secure. 

95.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Frisco  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  3, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

96.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Wrightsville  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1,  1992. 

Granted  By.- Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  3, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

97.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Tracy  Housing 

Authority,  MN.  In  determining  the 
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operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1. 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appe^  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  3, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  be^ning 
January  1. 1992. 

98.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Pro je^ Activity:  Glenwood  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effactive  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1. 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowdile 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secrotary. 

Date  Granted:  Ciecember  3, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  TTiis  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

99.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Pro je^ Activity:  Osceola  Housing 

Authority,  WI.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  begiiming 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  24, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  am  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  be^nning 
Januauy  1. 1992. 


100.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Montezuma  Co, 

Housing  Authority.  GO.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  January  1. 

1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  24, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Yeeir  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1. 1992. 

101.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Wadesboro  Housing 

Authority,  NC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allow'able  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secreteny. 

Date  Granted:  November  24, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1. 1992. 

102.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Maxton  Housing 

Authority.  NC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
begiiming  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted;  November  24, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 


treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1. 1992. 

103.  Relation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Fort  Morgan  Housing 

Authority,  CO.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  24. 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beriming 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

104.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Fountain  Housing 

Authority,  CO.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Seoetary. 

Date  Granted;  November  24. 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

105.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Pineland  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  S3rstem  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
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Date  Granted:  November  24, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  banning 
January  1. 1992. 

106.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Calvert  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  24, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
^ear  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1. 1992. 

107.  Relation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Grandview  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeds  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Sea«taiy. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  banning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

108.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Millen  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. . 


Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13. 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

109.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Monticello  Housing 

Authority,  KY.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeds  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

110.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Sevierville  Housing 

Authority,  TN.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Exp>ense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1. 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscd 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

111.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Samson  Housing 

.Authority,  AL.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeds  has  resulted  in  a 


rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscd  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  wdver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

112.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Tarrant  Housing 

Authority,  AL.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
bediming  January  1. 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary, 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

113.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Rankin  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beciiming  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscd  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary, 

Date  Granted:  November  13. 1992. . 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscd 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
Jeinuary  1. 1992.  _ 

114.  Repjlation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Stratford  Housing 

Authority,  CT.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
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Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1. 1992. 

115.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Alto  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  Ae 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

116.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Richton  Housing 

Authority,  MS.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

117.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Gorman  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 


Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fxmding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

118.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Goldthwaite  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allow'ing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

119.  Reeulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Tenille  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992, 

120.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Cumberland  Housing 

Authority,  WI.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 


to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1. 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  13, 1992. 
Reason  IVojved:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

121.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Cross  Plains  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  10, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This'  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

122.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/ Activity:  Sunnyside  Housing 

Authority,  WA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  10, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

123.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Washington  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
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operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  10. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  be^nning 
January  1. 1992. 

124.  Reeulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Screven  Co.  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1. 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appe^  ^s  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992.’ 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  10, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

125.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Sandersville  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Ex{>ense  Level  one  year 
eeurly,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  10, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  be^nning 
January  1, 1992. 


126.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Rome  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
begiiming  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secr^ry. 

Date  Granted:  November  10, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

127.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Blooming  Grove 

Housing  Authority,  GA.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  January  1. 

1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  10, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

128.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Licking  Co.  Housing 

Authority.  OH.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  10, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 


treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

129.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Houghton  Housing 

Authority,  MI.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  November  10, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

130.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Moulton  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1. 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Ex{>ense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1. 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff. 

Assistant  Secretary, 

Date  Granted:  November  10. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

131.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Mt.  Pleasant  Housing 

Authority,  TN.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1. 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
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Date  Granted:  October  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

132.  Reeulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Kinston  Housing 

Authority,  NC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

133.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Greenville  Housing 

Authority,  SC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted;  October  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HA  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

134.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Sumter  Housing 

Authority,  SC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fvmding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 


Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HA  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

135.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  S.C.  Region  I 

Housing  Authority,  SC.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  January  1, 

1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  yeeu-s  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HA  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

136.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Anderson  Housing 

Authority,  SC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  yeeirs  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted;  October  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HA  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

137.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Rock  Hill  Housing 

Authority,  SC.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 


Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HA  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

138.  Re^laUon:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Watertown  Housing 

Authority,  NY.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year  " 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeds  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

139.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Ellijay  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Ljvel  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

140.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Fort  Collins  Housing 

Authority,  CO.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 
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Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  8, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

141.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Fort  Cobb  Housing 

Authority,  OK.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeds  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  16, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

142.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Cheyenne  Housing 

Authority,  OK.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schifi, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  16, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

143.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Chattanooga  Housing 

Authority,  TN.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 


to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeds  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscd  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  7, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Yeeirs  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

144.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Baldwyn  Housing 

Authority,  MS.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  yeeur 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Find  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  7, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  wdver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscd 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

145.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Somerset  Housing 

Authority,  KY.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeds  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  7, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  dl  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscd 
Year  1992,  by  dlowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992.  _ 

146.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Woonsocket  Housing 

Authority,  RI.  In  determining  the 


operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  7, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

147.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Frankfort  Housing 

Authority,  KY.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  7, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  dl  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

148.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Fort  Worth  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Find  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  7, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  dl  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscd 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 
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149.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

PwjectJActivity:  Aurora  Housing 

Authority,  CO.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  October  7, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

150.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Homer  Housing 

Authority,  GA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  September  25, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

151.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Holly  Housing 

Authority,  CO.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  September  25, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  w'as 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 


Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

152.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.110. 

Project/Activity:  San  Diego  Housing 

Commission,  CA.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  extend  the  deadline  given 
in  the  regulation  for  requesting  an 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  Final 
Rule  for  the  Performance  Funding 
System  Allowable  Expense  Level 
appeals  imposed  a  sixty-day  deadline 
for  submission  of  requests  for 
adjustments  to  Allowable  Expense 
Levels. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  March  1, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  because  the  San  Diego  Housing 
Commission  was  unable  to  complete  the 
recalculation  of  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  within  the  sixty-day  deadline  due 
to  vacant  positions,  year-end  close,  and 
the  annual  audit. 

153.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Newton  Housing 

Authority,  NJ.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  March  15, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

154.  RemJation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Teague  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


Date  Granted:  January  14, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

155.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Mineola  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted;  January  12, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

156.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Floydada  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year^ 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  January  12, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

157.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Maud  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 
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Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted;  January  12, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

158.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Kemp  Housing 

Authority,  TX.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  January  12, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

159.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Pompano  Beach 

Housing  Authority,  FL.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  January  1, 

1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  January  5, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

160.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Fort  Lauderdale 

Housing  Authority,  FL.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  January  1, 
1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 


Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  January  5, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

161.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  West  Warwick 

Housing  Authority,  RI.  In  determining 
the  operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a 
request  was  made  to  implement  the 
adjustment  to  the  Allowable  Expense 
Level  one  year  early,  to  be  effective  for 
the  fiscal  year  begirming  January  1, 

1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  January  5, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

162.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Smithfield  Housing 

Authority,  RI.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  January  5, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

163.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Portsmouth  Housing 

Authority,  RI.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 


early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  yfear 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  January  5, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

164.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Sedgwick  Housing 

Authority,  KS.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  January  5, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

165.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  Kokomo  Housing 

Authority,  IN.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  16, 1992. 
Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

166.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 
Project/Activity:  St.  Edward  Housing 

Authority,  NE.  In  determining  the 
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operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  me  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appems  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  Ei^ember  16, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

167.  ReeuIaUon:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Chappell  Housing 

Authority.  NE.  In  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Sectary. 

Date  Granted:  December  16. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

168.  Regulation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Plattsburg  Housing 

Authority,  MO.  fa  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  fa  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  16. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 


169.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Waynoka  Housing 

Authority,  OK.  fa  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Fimding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  16. 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  fa  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  in  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

170.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/ Activity:  Stroud  Housing 

Authority,  OK.  fa  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeals  has  resulted  fa  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Joseph  G.  Schiff, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  December  16, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  in  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  fa  Federal  Fiscal 
Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

171.  Reflation:  24  CFR  990.104. 

Project/Activity:  Manistique  Housing 

Authority,  MI.  fa  determining  the 
operating  subsidy  eligibility,  a  request 
was  made  to  implement  the  adjustment 
to  the  Allowable  Expense  Level  one  year 
early,  to  be  effective  for  the  fiscal  year 
beginning  January  1, 1992. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The  delay  in 
publication  of  the  Final  Rule  for 
Performance  Funding  System  Allowable 
Expense  Level  appeds  has  resulted  in  a 
rule  that  is  effective  for  Housing 
Authority  (HA)  fiscal  years  beginning 
April  1, 1992. 

Granted  By:  Michael  B.  Janis,  General 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 

Date  Granted:  February  12, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  This  waiver  was 
granted  fa  order  to  allow  equal 
treatment  of  all  HAs  fa  Federal  Fiscal 


Year  1992,  by  allowing  an  adjustment 
for  HAs  with  Fiscal  Years  beginning 
January  1, 1992. 

OfiSce  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing- 
Federal  Housing  Commissioner 

Note  to  Reader:  The  person  to  be  contacted 
for  additional  information  about  the  waiver- 
grant  items  in  this  listing  is:  James  B. 

Mitchell,  Financial  Policy  Division,  Office  of 
Housing,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20410,  Phone:  (202)  708- 
4325,  TDD:  (202)  708-4594. 

172.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.105(b),  811.107(a)(2),  811.107(b), 
811.108(a)(1),  811.108(8)(2), 
811.108(a)(3),  811.114(b)(3),  811.114(d), 
811.115(b). 

Project/Activity:  Ohio  HFA  refunding 
of  bonds  which  financed  four  Section  8 
assisted  projects  fa  Ohio:  Columbus- 
Sandalwood,  El  Jay  Entowne,  Bucyrus 
Plaza,  and  Rosalind-Amesbury 
Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  firom  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  December  1, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bonds  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amount,  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  imder 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  November  12, 1992.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.48%.  The  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $6,720,000  at 
current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  8  subsidy.  The  Treasury  also 
gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  10%-13%  at  the  call 
date  fa  1992  with  tax-exempt  bonds 
yielding  6.48%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rates  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  fi-om  10.25%-11.62%  down  to 
7.0%,  thus  reducing  FHA  mortgage 
insurance  risk.  The  refunding  serves  the 
important  public  piu*poses  of  reducing 
HUD’s  Section  8  program  costs, 
improving  Treasury  tax  revenues, 
(helping  reduce  the  budget  deficit),  and 
increasing  the  likelihood  that  projects 
will  continue  to  provide  housing  for 
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lower-income  families  after  subsidies 
expire,  a  priority  HUD  objective 
establish^  by  Secretary  Kemp. 

173.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.105(b).  811.107(aM2).  811.108(a)(1), 
811.108(a)(2),  811.108(a)(3), 
811.109(a)(2),  811.114(bK3).  811.114(d). 
811.115(b). 

Project/Activity:  Tbe  North 
Tonawanda  (New  York)  HDC  refunding 
of  bonds  which  financed  a  Section  8 
assisted  project  in  New  York:  Bishop 
Gibbons  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multi&mily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  ).  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  December  1. 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactimis.  This  refunding  propo^ 
was  approved  by  HUD  on  ^ptamber  9, 
1992.  Refunding  Ixmds  have  been 
priced  to  an  avuage  yield  of  7.29%.  The 
tax-exempt  refunding  bond  issue  of 
$4,498,525  at  currmit  low-interest  rates 
will  save  Section  8  subsidy.  The 
Treasury  also  gains  long-term  tax 
revenue  benefits  through  replacement  of 
outstanding  tax-exempt  coupons  of 
8.25%  at  the  call  date  in  1992  with  tax- 
exempt  bonds  yielding  7.29%.  The 
refunding  vrill  also  substantially  reduce 
the  FHA  mortgage  interest  rates  at 
expiration  of  the  HAP  contract,  from 
8.35%  to  a  rate  close  to  the  bond  rate, 
thus  reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance 
risk.  The  refimding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  re\'enues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likeliho^  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Secretary 
Kemp. 

174.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.105(b).  811.107(a)(2).  811.108(a)(1). 
811.108(a)(2),  811.108(aK3). 
811.114(b)(3).  811.114(d),  811.115(b). 

Project/Activity:  Pilgrim  Village  ITOC 
refunding  of  bonds  which  financed  a 
Section  B  assisted  project  in  Buffalo. 
New  York;  Pilgrim  Village  Apartments 
(FHA  No.  014-35034-LDP-L8). 

Nature  of  Requirement  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  xmder  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multi  family  hnuaing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 


taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  ^  James  E.  Sdioenberger. 
Associate  Gmeral  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretaw  for  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  15, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bonds  not  folly  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amount.  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  under 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  March  13, 1992.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.8%.  The  tax-exempt  refunding 
bond  issue  of  $3,190,000  at  current  low- 
interest  rates  will  save  Section  8 
subsidy.  The  Treasury  also  gains  long¬ 
term  tax  revenue  benefits  through 
replacement  of  outstanding  tax-exempt 
coupons  of  9%  at  the  call  date  in  1992 
with  tax-exempt  bonds  yielding  6.8%. 
The  refunding  will  also  substantially 
reduce  the  mortgage  interest  rate  at 
expiration  of  the  HAP  contract,  from 
9V8%,  to  7.6%,  thus  reducing  FHA 
mortgage  insurance  risk.  The  refunding 
serves  the  important  public  purposes  of 
reducing  HUD’s  Section  8  program 
costs,  improving  Treasury  tax  revwues, 
(helping  reduce  the  budget  deficit),  and 
increasing  the  likelihood  that  projects 
will  continue  to  provide  housing  for 
lower-income  feunilies  after  subsidies 
expire,  a  priority  HUD  objective 
establish^  by  Secretary  Kemp. 

175.  Regulation:  24  (7R  Se^ons 
811.105(b).  811.107(aK2).  811.107(b). 
811.108(aKl),  811.108(aK3). 
811.114(b)(3).  811.114(d).  811.115(b). 

Pro/ect/Activity;  Fit^^raid  (Georgia) 
HDC  refunding  of  bonds  which  financed 
a  Section  8  assisted  project:  Bridge 
Creek  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  muItifEunily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger. 
Associate  Gmeral  Deputy  Assi^ant 
Secretaiy  for  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  18. 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refimding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bonds  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amount,  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  under 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 


debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  November  24, 1992.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.59%.  TTie  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $2,060,000  at 
current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  8  subsidy.  The  Treasury  also 
gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  11.72%  at  the  call 
date  in  1992  with  tax-exempt  bonds 
yielding  6.59%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rates  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  12.0%  down  to  7,25%, 
thus  reducing  FHA  mortgage  in.<nirance 
risk.  The  refunding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD's 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihoK^  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Sectary 
Kemp. 

176.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.105(b),  811.107(a)(2),  811.107(b). 
811.108(a)(1).  811.108(a)(3). 
811.114(b)(3).  811.114(d),  811.115(b). 

Project/ Activity:  Moimt  Clemens 
(Michigan)  HC  refimding  of  bonds 
which  financed  a  Section  3  assisted 
project:  Clinton  Place  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  TTie 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Sedion  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill.  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  December  23, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  w'ere  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  This  refunding  proposal 
was  approved  by  HUD  on  December  15, 
1992.  Refunding  bonds  have  been 
priced  to  an  average  yield  of  6.62%.  The 
tax-exempt  refunding  bond  issue  of 
$10,050,000  at  current  low-interest  rates 
will  save  Section  8  subsidy.  The 
Treasury  also  gains  long-term  tax 
revenue  benefits  through  replacement  of 
outstanding  tax-exempt  coupons  of 
11.5%  at  the  call  date  in  1992  with  tax- 
exempt  bonds  yielding  6.62%.  The 
refunding  will  also  substantially  reduce 
the  FHA  mortg«^e  interest  rates  at 
expiration  of  the  HAP  contract,  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance  risk. 
The  refunding  serves  the  important 
public  purposm  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Secticm  8  prr^am  fx)sts,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helpina  reduce 
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the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Secretary 
Kemp. 

177.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Section 
811.106(d)  of  1978  Regulations. 

Project/Activity:  Rensselaer  (New 
York)  HA  refunding  of  bonds  which 
financed  two  Section  8  assisted  projects: 
Renwyck  Place  Apartments  (FHA  No. 
NY02-0006-004)  and  Van  Rensselaer 
Heights  Apartments  (NY02-0003-001). 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  f  eaeral  income 
taxation. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  December  24, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  prohibited 
advance  refundings.  The  issuer  has 
requested  HUD  permission  to  release 
excess  reserve  balances  from  the  1979 
Trust  Indenture  for  use  in  its  public 
housing  assistance  to  low-income 
families.  The  refunded  1979  bonds 
funded  project  mortgages  which  have 
interest  rates  of  8.20  percent.  Issuance  of 
1992  refunding  bonds  will  not  reduce 
project  debt  service  nor  generate  Section 
8  savings. 

178.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.107(a),  811.107(b),  811.108(a)(1), 
811.108(a)(3),  811.114(b)(3),  811.114(d), 
811.115(b). 

Project/Activity:  The  Tulsa,  Oklahoma 
HA  refunding  of  bonds  which  fineinced 
a  Section  8  assisted  project:  Mingo 
Manor. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger, 
Associate  General  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  15, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bonds  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amount,  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  under 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  November  27, 1991.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 


yield  of  6.96%.  The  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $3,070,000  at 
current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  8  subsidy.  The  Treasury  also 
gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  9.5%  at  the  call  date 
in  1992  with  tax-exempt  bonds  yielding 
6.96%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rates  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  19.75  to  7,2%,  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance  risk. 
The  refunding  serves  &e  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Secretary 
Kemp. 

179.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.107(a),  811.107(b),  811.108(a)(1), 
811.108(a)(3),  811.114(b)(3),  811.114(d), 
811.115(b). 

Project/Activity:  The  Greater  Iowa 
HAC  refunding  of  bonds  which  financed 
a  Section  8  assisted  project  in  Des 
Moines:  Logan  Park  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  vmder  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  December  23, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  This  refunding  proposal 
was  approved  by  HUD  on  December  2, 
1992.  Refunding  bonds  have  been 
priced  to  an  average  yield  of  6.59%.  The 
tax-exempt  refunding  bond  issue  of 
$2,170,000  at  current  low-interest  rates 
will  save  Section  8  subsidy.  The 
Treasury  also  gains  long-term  tax 
revenue  benefits  through  replacement  of 
outstanding  tax-exempt  coupons  of 
12%%  at  the  call  date  in  1992  with  tax- 
exempt  bonds  yielding  6V9%.  The 
refunding  will  also  substantially  reduce 
the  FHA  mortgage  interest  rates  at 
expiration  of  the  HAP  contract,  from 
12%  to  6.9%,  thus  reducing  FHA 
mortgage  insurance  risk.  The  refunding 
serves  the  important  public  purposes  of 
reducing  HUD’s  Section  8  program 
costs,  improving  Treasury  tax  revenues, 
(helping  reduce  the  budget  deficit),  and 
increasing  the  likelihood  that  projects 
will  continue  to  provide  housing  for 
lower-income  families  after  subsidies 


expire,  a  priority  HUD  objective 
established  by  Secreta^  Kemp. 

180.  Regulation:  24  (JFR  Sections 
811.107(a),  811.107(b),  811.108(a)(1), 
811.108(a)(3),  811.114(b)(3),  811.114(d). 
811.115(b).  811.117. 

Project/Activity:  The  Mobile.  Alabama 
HAC  refunding  of  bonds  which  financed 
a  Section  8  assisted  project:  Moffat  Road 
Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  December,  1992, 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  This  refunding  proposal 
was  approved  by  HUD  on  ^ptember  10, 
1992.  Refunding  bonds  have  been 
priced  to  an  average  yield  of  6.87%.  The 
tax-exempt  refunding  bond  issue  of 
$2,835,000  at  current  low-interest  rates 
will  save  Section  8  subsidy.  The 
Treasury  also  gains  long-term  tax 
revenue  benefits  through  replacement  of 
outstanding  tax-exempt  coupons  of  10% 
at  the  call  date  in  1992  with  tax-exempt 
bonds  yielding  6.87%.  The  refunding 
will  also  substantially  reduce  the  FHA 
mortgage  interest  rates  at  expiration  of 
the  HAP  contract,  from  10.3%  to  7We%, 
thus  reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance 
risk.  The  refunding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  emd  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Secretary 
Kemp. 

180.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.107(a),  811.107(b),  811.108(a)(1), 
811.108(a)(3),  811.114(b)(3),  811.114(d). 
811.115(b). 

Project/ Activity:  The  New  Brunswick 
(New  Jersey)  HDC  refunding  of  bonds 
which  financed  a  Section  8  assisted 
project:  St.  Mary’s  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger, 
Associate  General  Deputy  Assistant 
Secreta^  for  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  22, 1992. 
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Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bonds  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amount,  HTJD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  under 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  December  8, 1992.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.76%.  Tte  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $6,135,000  at 
current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  8  subsidy.  The  Treasury  also 
gains  long-term  tax  levmum  be^fits 
through  replacenmnt  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  ooupoos  of  11%-12%  at  tlm  call 
date  in  1992  with  tax-exempt  bonds 
yielding  6.76%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  rodtaoe  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rate  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  thus  reducing  FHA  mortga^ 
insurance  risk.  Tim  refunding  serves  the 
important  public  purposes  of  reducing 
HUD’s  Section  8  {Modern  costs, 
improving  Tieasuiy  tax  revenues, 
(helping  ^uoe  the  bud^  deficit),  and 
increasing  the  likelihood  that  pioiacts 
will  continue  to  provide  housing  for 
lower-income  families  after  subsidies 
expire,  a  priority  HUD  objective 
establish^  by  Secretary  Kemp. 

182.  Regulation:  24  QTl  Se^ons 
811.107la).  811.107Cb).  811.108la)ll). 
811.108(aX3).  811.114(b)(3).  811.114(d), 
and  811.115{bl. 

Project/ Activity:  The  San  Leandro 
(California)  HA  HFC  refunding  of  bonds 
which  financed  a  Section  8  assisted 
project:  Ashland  Village  ^^artments. 

Nature  ofReq[uiremeitt:^e 
Regulations  set  conditions  xinder  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifemily  housing 
^  revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  January  19, 1993. 

Reason  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  ncrt  fit  the  terms  of  refimding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bonds  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amoimt,  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  under 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  January  15. 1993.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.46%.  The  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $7,240,000  at 


current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  8  subsidy.  The  Treasury  ^so 
gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  10.75%  at  the  call 
date  in  1993  with  tax-exempt  bonds 
yielding  6.46%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rate  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  10.25%  to  6.87%,  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insui^ce  risk. 
The  refimding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD'S 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  bud^  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihoi^  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Secretary 
Kemp.  _ 

183.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.107(a)(2),  811.107(b).  B11.108(a)(l). 
811.10B(aK2).  811.108(a)(3), 
811.114(b)(3).  811.114(d).  811.115(b). 

Pro je^/ Activity.  Hudson  HPC 
refunding  of  bonds  which  financed  two 
Section  8  assisted  projects  in  Hudson. 
New  York:  Providence  Hall  and 
Schuyler  Court  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger . 
Associate  General  Deputy  Assistant 
Secreta^  for  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  23, 1992. 

Reason  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transacticms.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bmids  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amount.  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  under 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  December  10, 1992.  Refimding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.55%.  Tfre  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $6,150,000  at 
current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  6  subsidy.  The  Treasury  also 
gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  11.4%  at  the  call 
date  in  1992  with  tax-exempt  bonds 
yielding  6.55%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rates  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  11.65%  to  7.0%,  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance  risk. 
The  refunding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 


Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Se^etary 
Kemp. 

184.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.107(a)(2).  811.107(b).  811.108(a)(1). 
811.108(aK2).  811.108(a)(3}. 

811.114(b)(3).  811.114(d).  811.11S(b). 

Project/ Activity  The  Monroe. 

Louisiana  HA  refunding  of  bonds  which 
financed  a  Section  B  assirted  project: 
Brentwood  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  s^  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  frtxn  Federal  income 
taxation. 

Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger. 
Associate  Gooerai  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Houring. 

Date  Granted:  January  26, 1993. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions. 
This  refunding  proposal  was  approved 
by  HUD  on  January  15, 1993.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.77%.  The  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $2,355,000  at 
current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Secticm  8  subsidy.  The  Treasury  also 
gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  10%  at  the  call  date 
in  1992  with  tax-exempt  bonds  yielding 
6.77%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rates  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  10%  down  to  6.90%,  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance  risk. 
The  refunding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
kmilies  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective. 

185.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.107(bJ.  811.108(a)(1).  811.108(a)(2), 
811.114(b)(3).  and  811.115(b). 

Project/ Activity:  The  Central  Arkansas 
HDC  refunding  of  bonds  which  financed 
a  Section  8  assisted  project  in  Hot 
Springs:  Park  Place  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  finm  Federal  income 
taxation. 
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Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  December  24, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  dted  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  This  refunding  proposal 
was  approved  by  HUD  on  D^ember  10, 
1992.  Refunding  bonds  have  been 
priced  to  an  average  yield  of  6.27%.  The 
tax-exempt  refunding  bond  issue  of 
$1,985,000  at  current  low-interest  rates 
will  save  Section  8  subsidy.  The 
Treasury  also  gains  long-term  tax 
revenue  benefits  through  replacement  of 
outstanding  tax-exempt  coupons  of 
11.5%  at  the  call  date  in  1992  with  tax- 
exempt  bonds  yielding  6.27%.  The 
refunding  will  also  substantially  reduce 
the  FHA  mortgage  interest  rate  at 
closing,  from  12%  to  7.06%,  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance  risk. 
The  refunding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Secretary 
Kemp.  _ 

186.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.114(d),  811.115(b).  811.117. 

Project/ Activity:  The  Dade  Coimty 
HFA  refunding  of  bonds  which  financed 
a  Section  8  assisted  project:  Cutler 
Meadows  ^artments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  imder  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  fi-om  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  ay:  James  E.  Schoenberger, 
Associate  General  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  22, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  To  enhance  refunding 
bonds  not  fully  secured  by  the  FHA 
mortgage  amount,  HUD  also  agrees  not 
to  exercise  its  option  under  24  CFR 
Section  207.259(e)  and  call  debentures 
prior  to  maturity.  This  refunding 
proposal  w£is  approved  by  HUD  on 
December  8, 1992.  Refunding  bonds 
have  been  priced  to  an  average  yield  of 
6.47%.  The  tax-exempt  refunding  bond 
issue  of  $4,100,000  at  current  low- 
interest  rates  will  save  Section  8 
subsidy.  The  Treasury  also  gains  long¬ 
term  tax  revenue  benefits  tl^ugh 


replacement  of  outstanding  tax-exempt 
coupons  of  9.75%  at  the  call  date  in 
1992  with  tax-exempt  bonds  yielding 
6.47%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rate  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  10.3%  to  6.98%,  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance  risk. 
The  refimding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Secretary 
Kemp. 

187.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.114(d).  811.115(b),  811.117. 

Project/ Activity:  "rhe  Kansas  State 
Agency  refunding  of  bonds  which 
financed  three  Section  8  assisted 
projects:  Brittany  Court,  Brookridge 
Plaza,  and  Mulbe^  Covirt  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  fi‘om  Federal  income 
taxation. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  November  30, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  a  refunding 
transaction  in  which  bonds  will  be 
issued  under  Section  103  of  the  Tax 
Code.  This  refunding  proposal  was 
approved  by  HUD  on  November  24, 

1992.  Refunding  bonds  have  been 
priced  to  an  average  yield  of  6.41%.  The 
tax-exempt  refunding  bond  issue  of 
$3,265,000  at  current  low-interest  rates 
will  save  Section  8  subsidy.  The 
Treasury  also  gains  long-term  tax 
revenue  benefits  throu^  replacement  of 
outstanding  tax-exempt  coupons  of  12% 
at  the  call  date  in  1992  with  tax-exempt 
bonds  yielding  6.41%.  The  refunding 
will  also  substantially  reduce  the  Fl^ 
mortgage  interest  rates  at  expiration  of 
the  HAP  contract,  from  12%  to  6.8%, 
thus  reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance 
risk.  The  refimding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Secretary 

Kemp.  _ 

188.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
8li.ll4(d).  811.115(b),  811.117. 


Project/ Activity:  The  D.C.  HFA 
refimding  of  bonds  which  financed 
three  Section  8  assisted  projects: 

Faircliff,  Southview,  and  Ivy  City 
Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requiremen  t:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  imder  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  November  30, 1992. 
Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  a  refimding 
transaction  in  which  bonds  will  be 
issued  under  Section  103  of  the  Tax 
Code.  To  credit  enhance  refundings 
bonds  not  fully  seciired  by  the  FHA 
mortgage  amoxmt,  HUD  also  agrees  not 
to  exercise  its  option  imder  24  CFR 
Section  207.259(e)  to  call  debentures 
prior  to  matuHty.  This  refunding 
proposal  was  approved  by  HUD  on 
November  2, 1992.  Refunding  bonds 
have  been  priced  to  an  average  yield  of 
6.5%.  The  tax-exempt  refimding  bond 
issue  of  $9,155,000  at  current  low- 
interest  rates  will  save  Section  8 
subsidy.  'The  Treasury  also  gains  long¬ 
term  ttix  revenue  benefits  through 
replacement  of  outstanding  teix-exempt 
coupons  of  11.23%  to  12%  at  the  call 
date  in  1992  with  tax-exempt  bonds 
yielding  6.5%.  'The  refimding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rates  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  11.5%-12%  to  8.25%, 
thus  reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance 
risk.  'The  refimding  serves  &e  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Secretary 
Kemp. 

189.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.114(d),  811.115(b),  811.117. 

Project/Activity:  The  Coimty  of  Los 
Angeles  CDC  refimding  of  bonds  which 
financed  a  Section  8  assisted  project: 
Los  Tomas  Apartments  (FHA  Number 
122-35549). 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 
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Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger, 
Associate  General  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretaiy. 

Date  Granted;  January  25, 1993. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bonds  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amount,  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  imder 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  November  10, 1992.  Refun^ng 
bonds  have  beei^riced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.58%.  The  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $2,470,000  at 
current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  8  subsidy.  The  Treastuy  also 
gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  11%-12%  at  the  call 
date  in  1993  with  tax-exempt  bonds 
yielding  6.58%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rates  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  12.0%  to  6.6%  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance  risk. 
The  refunding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
■  Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective.  _ 

190.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.114(d),  811.115(b),  811.117. 

Project/Activity:  The  Philadelphia  RA 
refunding  of  bonds  which  financed  a 
Section  8  assisted  project:  Chinatown 
URA  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  imder  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentiues  prior  to  maturity.. 

Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger, 
Associate  General  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretaiy  for  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  18, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  This  refunding  propo^ 
was  approved  by  HUD  on  October  23, 
1991.  Refunding  bonds  have  been 
priced  to  an  average  yield  of  6.75%.  The 
tax-exempt  refunding  bond  issue  of 
$2,955,000  at  current  low-interest  rates 
will  save  Section  8  subsidy.  The 
Treeisury  also  gains  long-term  tax 
revenue  benefits  through  replacement  of 


outstanding  tax-exempt  coupons  of 
11.75%-12.0%  at  the  call  date  in  1992 
with  tax-exempt  bonds  yielding  6.759%. 
The  refunding  will  also  substantially 
reduce  the  FHA  mortgage  interest  rate  at 
expiration  of  the  HAP  contract,  from 
12%  to  7.7%,  thus  reducing  FHA 
mortgage  insurance  risk.  The  refunding 
serves  the  important  public  purposes  of 
reducing  HUD’s  Section  8  program 
costs,  improving  Treasury  tax  revenues, 
(helping  reduce  the  budget  deficit),  and 
increasing  the  likelihood  that  projects 
will  continue  to  provide  housing  for 
lower-income  families  after  subsidies 
expire,  a  priority  HUD  objective 
established  by  Secretary  Kemp. 

191.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.114(d),  811.115(b),  811.117. 

Project/Activity:  The  Philadelphia  RA 
refunding  of  bonds  which  financed  a 
Section  8  assisted  project:  Cobbs  Creek 
NSA  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger, 
Associate  General  Deputy  Assistemt 
Secretaiy  for  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  December  18, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811  ' 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  npt  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  This  refunding  proposal 
was  approved  by  HUD  on  (Dctober  23, 
1991.  Refunding  bonds  have  been 
priced  to  an  average  yield  of  6.75%.  The 
tax-exempt  refunding  bond  issue  of 
$4,305,000  at  current  low-interest  rates 
will  save  Section  8  subsidy.  The 
Treasury  also  gains  long-term  tax 
revenue  benefits  through  replacement  of 
outstanding  tax-exempt  coupons  of 
11.75%-12.0%  at  the  call  date  in  1992 
with  tax-exempt  bonds  yielding  6.75%. 
The  refunding  will  also  substantially 
reduce  the  FHA  mortgage  Interest  rate  at 
expiration  of  the  HAP  contract,  from 
13%  to  7.7%,  thus  reducing  FHA 
mortgage  insurance  risk.  The  refunding 
serves  the  important  public  purposes  of 
reducing  HUD’s  Section  8  program 
costs,  improving  Treasury  tax  revenues, 
(helping  reduce  the  budget  deficit),  and 
increasing  the  likelihood  that  projects 
will  continue  to  provide  housing  for 
lower-income  families  after  subsidies 
expire,  a  priority  HUD  objective 
established  by  Secreta^  Kemp. 

192.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.114(d),  811.115(b),  and  811.117. 

Project/Activity:  The  Pensacola- 
Westwood  HDC  refunding  of  bonds 
which  financed  a  Section  8  assisted 


project:  Westwood  Homes  Apartments 
(FHA  Number  063-35199). 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger, 
Associate  General  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretaiy. 

Date  Granted:  January  25, 1993. 
Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bonds  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amoimt,  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  under 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  December  8, 1992.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.53%.  The  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $1,750,000  at 
current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  8  subsidy.  The  Treasury  also 
gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  11.5%  at  the  call 
date  in  1993  with  tax-exempt  bonds 
yielding  6.53%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rate  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  12.0%  to  6.9%,  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance  risk. 
The  refunding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective. 

193.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.114(d),  811.115(b),  and  811.117. 

Project/Activity:  'The  San  Francisco 
RA  refunding  of  bonds  which  financed 
a  Section  8  assisted  project:  Serenity 
Towers  Apartments  (FHA  Number  021- 
35729). 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  under  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentures  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  James  E.  Schoenberger, 
Associate  General  Deputy  Assistant 
Secreta^  for  Housing. 

Date  Granted:  January  19, 1993. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
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and  do  not  fit  the  teims  of  refunding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refiindings  bonds  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amount,  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  under 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  December  31, 1992.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.47%.  The  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $4,825,000  at 
/  current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  8  subsidy.  The  Treasury  also 
gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  11.75%  at  the  call 
date  in  1993  with  tax-exempt  bonds 
yielding  6.47%.  The  refunding  will  also 
substantially  reduce  the  FHA  mortgage 
interest  rate  at  expiration  of  the  HAP 
contract,  from  12.0%  to  7.0%,  thus 
reducing  FHA  mortgage  insurance  risk. 
The  refunding  serves  the  important 
public  purposes  of  reducing  HUD’s 
Section  8  program  costs,  improving 
Treasury  tax  revenues,  (helping  reduce 
the  budget  deficit),  and  increasing  the 
likelihood  that  projects  will  continue  to 
provide  housing  for  lower-income 
families  after  subsidies  expire,  a  priority 
HUD  objective  established  by  Sectary 
Kemp. 

194.  Regulation:  24  CFR  Sections 
811.114(d),  811.115(b),  and  811.117. 

Project/ Activity:  The  City  of  Los 
Angeles  Agency  refunding  of  bonds 
which  financed  foiur  Section  8  assisted 
projects;  Baldwin  Villa  Plaza,  Bradley 
Gardens,  Lankersheim  Arms,  and 
Buckingham  Apartments. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  The 
Regulations  set  conditions  imder  which 
HUD  may  grant  a  Section  11(b)  letter  of 
exemption  of  multifamily  housing 
revenue  bonds  from  Federal  income 
taxation  and  authorize  call  of 
debentxires  prior  to  maturity. 

Granted  By:  Arthur  J.  Hill,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing-FHA 
Commissioner. 

Date  Granted:  January  19, 1993. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  Part  811 
regulations  cited  above  were  intended 
for  original  bond  financing  transactions 
and  do  not  fit  the  terms  of  refunding 
transactions.  To  credit  enhance 
refundings  bonds  not  fully  secured  by 
the  FHA  mortgage  amount,  HUD  also 
agrees  not  to  exercise  its  option  under 
24  CFR  Section  207.259(e)  to  call 
debentures  prior  to  maturity.  This 
refunding  proposal  was  approved  by 
HUD  on  September  1, 1992.  Refunding 
bonds  have  been  priced  to  an  average 
yield  of  6.37%.  The  tax-exempt 
refunding  bond  issue  of  $23,150,000  at 
current  low-interest  rates  will  save 
Section  8  subsidy.  The  Treasury  also 


gains  long-term  tax  revenue  benefits 
through  replacement  of  outstanding  tax- 
exempt  coupons  of  10Vb%  to  11V2%  at 
the  call  date  in  1993  with  tax-exempt 
bonds  yielding  6.37%.  The  refunding 
will  also  substantially  reduce  the  FHA 
mortgage  interest  rate  at  expiration  of 
the  HAP  contract,  firom  10.4%-!  1.8%  to 
6.86%,  thus  reducing  FHA  mortgage 
insurance  risk.  The  refunding  serves  the 
important  public  purposes  of  reducing 
Hini’s  Section  8  program  costs, 
improving  Treasury  tax  revenues, 
(helping  ^uce  the  budget  deficit),  and 
increasing  the  likelihood  that  projects 
will  continue  to  provide  housing  for 
lower-income  families  after  subsidies 
expire,  a  priority  HUD  objective 
established  by  Secretary  Kemp. 

OfBce  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development 

Note  to  Reader  The  person  to  be  contacted 
for  additional  information  about  the  waiver- 
grant  items  in  this  listing  is;  Frank  L.  Davis, 
Director,  Field  Coordination  Unit, 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washii^on,  DC  20410,  Phone:  (202)  708- 
2565. 

195.  Regulation:  24  CFR  91.70(a). 

Project/ Activity:  Dutchess  Coimty, 

NY;  IGtsap  County,  WA;  State  of 
Nebraska;  Fort  Collins,  CO;  Salt  Lake 
Coimty,  Utah;  State  of  Utah;  Arapahoe 
County,  CO;  Westminster,  CO; 
Jacksonville,  NC;  Palm  Beach  County, 
FL;  Hialeah,  FL;  Miami,  FL;  Mayaguez, 
P.R.;  US  Virgin  Islands;  Springfield, 

MA;  Port  St.  Lucie,  FL;  Athens-Clarke 
County,  GA;  Consortium  of  Fitchburg  & 
Leominster,  MA;  Florissant,  MO; 
Bloomington,  IN;  Altoona,  PA;  Weirton, 
West  VA;  State  of  California; 
Chesapeake,  VA;  Garden  Grove,  CA; 
Davenport,  lA;  Council  Blufis,  lA;  State 
of  CA;  Abilene,  TX;  Oceanside,  CA;  San 
Antonio,  TX;  Charlotte,  NC.  Waiver  of 
Annual  Plan  Submission  for  the 
Comprehensive  Housing  Affordability 
Strategy  (CHAS). 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR 
91.70(a)  requires  that,  in  years 
subsequent  to  submission  of  a  housing 
strategy  (Comprehensive  Housing 
Affordability  Strategy  (CHAS))  and  imtil 
five  years  after  this  complete 
submission,  an  annual  plan  covering  the 
Federal  fiscal  year  be  submitted 
annually  by  December  31. 

Granted  By:  Randall  H.  Erben,  Acting 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Community 
Planning  &  Development,  Pecember  ll, 

1992) . 

Russell  K.  Paul,  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Community  Planning  & 
Development,  (December  3, 16, 21, 23, 
25,  28, 29, 31, 1992  and  January  21. 

1993) . 


Don  I.  Patch,  Acting  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Grant  Programs  (December 
25. 1992). 

Date  Granted:  Dutchess  County,  NY, 
December  11, 1992;  Kitsap  County,  WA, 
December  11, 1992;  State  of  Nebraska, 
December  16. 1992;  Salt  Lake  Coimty. 

UT,  December  25, 1992;  State  of  Ut^, 
December  25, 1992;  Bloomington,  IN, 
E)ecember  25, 1992;  Fort  Collins,  CO. 
December  21. 1992;  Arapahoe  County, 
CO,  December  21, 1992;  Westminster, 

CO,  December  21. 1992;  Jacksonville, 

NC,  December  21, 1992;  Palm  Beach 
County,  FL,  December  21. 1992; 

Hialeadi,  FL,  December  21. 1992;  Miami. 
FL,  December  21, 1992;  Mayaguez,  P.R., 
December  21, 1992;  US  Virgin  Islands, 
December  21, 1992;  Springfield,  MA, 
E)ecember  23, 1992;  Port  St.  Lucie,  FL, 
December  23, 1992;  Athens-Clarke 
County,  GA,  December  23, 1992; 
Consortium  of  Fitchburg  &  Leominster, 
MA,  December  23, 1992;  Altoona,  PA, 
December  29, 1992;  Weirton,  West  VA., 
December  29, 1992;  Florissant,  MO, 
December  23, 1992;  State  of  California, 
December  28, 1992;  Chesapeake,  VA, 
December  28, 1992;  Garden  Grove,  CA, 
December  28, 1992;  Davenport,  lA, 
December  3, 1992;  Council  Bluffs,  lA, 
December  28, 1992;  State  of  CA, 
December  28, 1992;  Abilene,  TX, 
December  31, 1992;  Oceanside,  CA., 
December  29, 1992; 

Reasons  Waived:  Waivers  of  24  CFR 
91.70(a)  were  granted  to  the  above 
participating  jurisdictions  for  good 
cause.  The  majority  of  the  jurisdictions 
experienced  difficulties  in  either 
receiving  and  correctly  interpreting 
instructions  and  data,  or  in  completing 
the  public  comments  process,  or  the 
lack  of  staff  capability  due  to  natural 
disasters,  staff  losses  and  organization 
changes. 

Regulation:  24  CFR  91.82(b) 

Project  Activity:  Dutchess  County, 

NY;  Salt  Lake  County,  UT;  Fort  Collins, 
CO;  Arapahoe  County,  CO;  Westminster, 
CO;  Ogden,  UT;  Jacksonville,  NC;  Palm 
Beach  County,  FI;  Hialeah,  FL;  Miami, 
FL;  Mayaguez,  P.R.;  US  Virgin  Islands; 
Springfield,  MA;  Port  St.,  Lucie,  FL; 
Consortium  of  Fitchburg  &  Leominster, 
MA;  Florissant,  MI;  Salt  Lake  City,  UT; 
Colorado  Springs,  CO:  Bloomington,  IN; 
Utah  Valley  Consortium,  UT; 
Jacksonville,  AK;  State  of  California; 
State  of  Nebraska;  Chesapeake,  VA; 
Garden  Grove,  CA;  Davenport,  lA; 
Waterloo,  lA;  Council  Bluffs,  lA;  State  of 
California;  Abilene,  TX;  Oceanside,  CA; 
Elkhart,  IN;  Weirton,  West  VA;  and 
Charlotte,  NC.  Waiver  of  the  Annual 
Performance  Report  for  the 
Comprehensive  Housing  Affordability 
Strategy  (CHAS). 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Notices 


45527 


Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR 
91.82(b)  requires  that  each  jurisdiction 
that  has  an  approved  housing  strategy 
(Comprehensive  Housing  Affordability 
Strategy  (CHAS)]  submit  a  performance 
report  to  HUD  no  later  than  December 
31  of  each  year  covering  the  period  of 
the  previous  Federal  fiscal  year. 

Granted  By:  Randall  H.  Erben,  Acting 
Assistant  Secretary  for  CPD,  (December 

11. 1992) . 

Russell  K.  Paul,  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Commimity  Planning  and 
Development,  (December  21,  23,  25,  28, 
29  and  31, 1992). 

Don  I.  Patch,  Acting  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Grant  Programs,  (December 

25. 1992) . 

Date  Granted:  Dutchess  County,  NY, 
December  11, 1992;  Fort  Collins,  CO, 
December  21, 1992;  Arapahoe  Coimty, 
CO,  December  21, 1992;  Westminster, 

CO,  December  21, 1992;  Ogden,  UT, 
December  21, 1992;  Jacksonville,  NC, 
December  21, 1992;  Palm  Beach  County, 
FL,  December  21, 1992;  Hialeah,  FL, 
December  21, 1992;  Mieimi,  FL, 

December  21, 1992;  Mayaguez,  P.R., 
December  21, 1992;  US  Virgin  Islands, 
December  21, 1992;  Springfield,  MA, 
December  23, 1992;  Port  St.  Lucie,  FL, 
December  23, 1992;  Consortium  of 
Fitchburg  &  Leominster,  MA,  December 
23, 1992;  Florissant,  MO,  December  23, 
1992;  Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  December  23, 
1992;  Colorado  Springs,  CO,  December 
23, 1992;  Utah  Valley  Consortium,  UT, 
December  23, 1992;  Elkhart,  IN, 
December  23, 1992;  Bloomington,  IN, 
December  25, 1992;  Jacksonville,  AK, 
December  28, 1992;  State  of  California, 
December  28, 1992;  State  of  Nebraska, 
December  28, 1992;  Chesapeake,  VA, 
December  28, 1992;  Garden  Grove,  CA, 
December  28, 1992;  Davenport,  LA, 
December  28, 1992;  Waterloo,  lA, 
December  28, 1992;  Council  Bluffs,  lA, 
December  28, 1992;  State  of  California, 
December  28, 1992;  Weirton,  West  VA, 
December  29, 1992;  Abilene,  TX. 
December  31, 1992;  and  Oceanside,  CA, 
December  29, 1992. 

Reasons  Waived:  Waivers  of  24  CFR 
91.82(b)  were  granted  to  the  above 
participating  jurisdictions  for  good 
cause.  The  majority  of  the  jurisdictions 
experienced  difficulties  in  either 
receiving  and  correctly  interpreting 
instructions  and  data,  or  in  completing 
the  public  comment  process,  or  the  lack 
of  stafi  capability  due  to  natiiral 
disasters,  staff  losses  and  organization 
changes. 

197.  Reflation:  24  CFR  92.258 

Project/Activity:  The  Arkansas 
Development  Finance  Authority  (ADFA) 
program  to  assist  first-time  homebuyers 
by  providing  a  deferred,  zero  interest 
rate  loan  for  one-half  of  the  required 


investment  on  the  purchase  and 
financing  of  a  home  not  to  exceed 
$3,000.  ADEA  requests  a  waiver  of  the 
term  of  the  affordability  period  in  the 
deed  restriction  which  must  run 
concurrent  with  the  entire  term  of  the 
FHA  insurance.  _ 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR 
92.258  provides  a  limitation  on  the  use 
of  HOME  funds  with  FHA  mortgage 
insurance  of  a  period  of  time  equal  to 
the  term  of  the  HUD  insured  mortgage. 

Granted  By:  Don  I.  Patch,  Acting 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Grant 
Programs. 

Date  Granted:  February  12, 1993. 

Reasons  Waived:  The  provision  was 
waived  for  good  cause,  since  the 
Department  agreed  that  such  a  small 
subsidy  ($3,000)  should  not  be  the 
instrument  for  imposing  such  a  long 
affordability  period  (30  years). 

198.  Reflation:  24  CFR  92.2 

Project/Activity:  Commonwealth  of 

Puerto  Rico  has  several  existing  non 
profit  organizations  which  have  the 
experience,  administrative  capacity  and 
desire  to  participate  in  the  HOME 
program,  however,  the  defined  service 
area  of  most  existing  non  profit 
organizations  is  island-wide. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  92.2, 
specifies  in  the  definition  of 
“community  housing  development 
organization”  that  "community”  may  be 
a  "neighborhood  or  neighborhoods,  city, 
county  or  metropolitan  area;  for  rural 
areas,  it  may  be  a  neighborhood  or 
neighborhoods,  town,  village,  county  or 
multi-county  area  (but  not  the  entire 
State).  .  .” 

Granted  By:  Don  I.  Patch,  Acting 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Grant 
Programs. 

Date  Granted:  Febru^  24, 1993. 

Reasons  Waived:  This  provision  was 
waived  for  good  cause,  as  the 
Department  has  determined  that  the 
waiver  facilitates  the  provision  of 
needed  affordable  housing  through  the 
use  of  CHDO-set-aside  funds  in  the 
Commonwealth. 

199.  Reflation:  24  CFR  92.2 

Project/Activity:  Cambridge,  MA. 

HOME  assistance  for  the  rehabilitation 
of  the  Cambridge  YMCA,  consisting  of 
129  imits  intended  for  Transitional 
Housing,  SRO  Section  8  and  Shelter 
Plus  Care  Programs.  _ 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR  92.2 
requires  an  SRO  unit  to  have  either 
sanitary  facilities  or  food  preparation 
facilities  (or  both),  and  the  C^bridge 
YMCA  \mits  have  neither. 

Granted  By:  Russell  K.  Paul,  Acting 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Community 
Planning  and  Development. 

Date  Granted:  January  12, 1993. 

Reasons  Waived:  Department 
recognizes  that  the  circumstances 


surroimding  the  Cambridge  project 
present  good  cause  for  waiving  the  rule. 
The  proposed  residents  will  be  mentally 
ill  persons.  The  presence  of  sanitary  or 
food  preparation  facilities  within  the 
units,  rather  than  improving  the  quality 
of  life  of  the  residents,  may  actually  be 
a  source  of  danger. 

200.  Regulation:  24  CFR  570.200(h). 

Project/Activity:  Clark  County, 

Nevada  to  use  FY  1993  CDBG  funds  for 
construction  of  Laughlin  Community 
Resources  Center,  a  public  facility;  San 
Angelo,  Texas.  To  use  FY  1993  CDBG 
funds  to  expand  the  Southside 
Recreation  Center  and  meet  unplemned 
requirements  of  the  Americans  With 
Disabilities  Act;  Westminister, 

Colorado.  To  acquire  land  from  RTC  and 
develop  infrastructure  for  construction 
of  approximately  400  units  of  low-  and 
moderate-income  elderly  housing; 
Chicago  and  Village  of  Oak  Park, 

Illinois.  To  use  FY  1993  CDBG  funds  for 
low/mod  residents  benefiting  from 
CDBG-assisted  programs  and  services 
that  require  a  new  obligation  of  funds  as 
of  January  1, 1993; 

Township  of  Canton,  Michigan.  To 
use  CDBG  funds  to  construct  a 
designated  area  of  a  new  community 
center  for  senior  citizens  and  access  for 
persons  with  disabilities. 

Nature  of  Requirement:  24  CFR 
570.200  (h)  permits  reimbursement  of 
certain  eligible  costs  incurred  prior  to 
the  date  of  the  grant  agreement. 

Granted  By:  Randall  H.  Erben,  Acting 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Community 
Planning  and  Development,  (December 

11, 1993). 

Russell  K.  Paul,  Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Community  Planning  and 
Development,  (January  15  &  20, 1993). 

Don  I.  Patch,  Acting  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Grant  Programs,  (February 
16  &  18, 1993). 

Date  Granted:  Township  of  Canton, 
Michigan,  December  11, 1992;  Chicago 
and  Village  of  Oak  Park,  Illinois, 

January  15, 1993;  Westminister, 
Colorado,  January  20, 1993;  San  Angelo, 
Texas,  February  16, 1993;  and  Clark 
County,  Nevada,  February  18, 1993. 

Reasons  Waived:  Department  has 
gremted  these  waivers  for  good  cause 
and  to  avoid  either  the  delay  or 
disruption  of  essential  public  services 
and  housing  assistance  to  low  and 
moderate  income  residents,  senior 
citizens  emd  disabled  individuals. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20808  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Scoping  Meetings  on  the  Irrigation  and 
Drainage  System  EiS 

AGENCY:  Central  Utah  Water 
Conservancy  District  (Interior). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Public  Scoping 
Meetings  to  invite  public  input  for  use 
in  preparing  the  EIS  for  the  Irrigation 
and  Drainage  System  (I&D  System). 

summary:  Public  Law  102-575  section 
205(a)(l)(2)  directs  the  Central  Utah 
Water  Conservancy  District  (CUWCD)  to 
complete  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation’s 
1988  Definite  Plan  Report  and  to 
complete  the  requirements  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA)  for  the  features  of  I&D  System 
which  shall  include  an  analysis  of 
feaUires  of  the  Diamond  Fork  System 
that  may  be  modified  as  a  result  of  I&D 
system  plans. 

CUWCD  will  serve  as  the  joint  lead 
agency  with  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  for  preparation  of  the  EIS  on  the 
I&D  System  pursuant  to  section 
102(2)(c)  of  the  NEPA  of  1969  as 
amended  and  the  Central  Utah  Project 
Completion  Act. 

A  Federal  Register  Notice  (57  FR 
62575),  on  December  31, 1992, 
annoxmced  the  CUWCD  intent  to 
prepare  a  EIS.  The  pvirpose  of  this 
notice  is  to  invite  the  public’s 
participation  in  the  EIS  scoping  process. 
The  purpose  of  the  scoping  meetings  is 
to  solicit  comment  on  the  scope  and 
content  of  the  I&D  System  EIS.  This 
notice  provides  additional  information 
developed  since  the  December  31. 1992 
NOI  publication. 

The  EIS  for  the  I&D  System  will 
evaluate  the  environmental  impact  of 
the  proposed  action  and  alternatives  for 
providing  water  for  irrigation  and 
mimicipd  and  industrial  users  within 
southern  Utah  County  and  eastern  Juab 
Coimty.  The  EIS  will  evaluate  the 
environmental  impact  of  the  No-Action 
alternative,  Main  Conveyance  system 
alternatives,  pressurized  irrigation 
distribution  systems  in  South  Utah 
County  and  East  Juab  County,  possible 
changes  to  the  Diamond  Fork  System 
and  Utah  Lake. 

Types  of  issues  include  impacts  of 
construction  and  operation  of  the  Main 
Conveyance  System  from  Spanish  Fork 
River  to  East  Juab  County,  impacts  on 
wetlands  and  other  habitat  values  in 
irrigation  service  areas  of  South  Utah 
Coimty  and  Juab  Valley,  impacts  of 
Bonneville  Unit  operations  on  Utah 
Lake,  impacts  on  threatened  end 
endangered  species,  and  identification 
of  mitigation  and  enhancement 
opportunities. 


DATES:  The  CUWCD  seeks  participation 
in  the  Scoping  Meetings  from  interested 
members  of  the  public,  including 
potentially  affected  landowners,  public 
officials,  agency  representatives,  special 
interest  groups,  and  interested 
individuals.  CUWCD  will  make  every 
effort  to  make  this  meeting  accessible  to 
disabled  attendees.  Please  contact 
CUWCD  at  (800)  226-7109  with  any 
special  needs  or  requests  at  least  three 
days  prior  to  the  meeting.  The  times  and 
locations  for  the  meetings  are  as  follows: 

(1)  7  p.m.  Tuesday,  September  28, 
1993,  Spanish  Fork  High  School 
Cafeteria,  99  North  300  West  Street, 
Spanish  Fork,  Utah. 

(2)  7  p.m.  Wednesday.  September  29, 
1993,  Juab  County  Courthouse.  Cultural 
Hall,  160  North  Main,  Nephi,  Utah. 

(3)  2  p.m.  and  7  p.m.  Thursday, 
September  30, 1993,  Department  of 
Natural  Resources  Auditorium,  1636 
West  North  Temple,  Salt  Lake  City, 

Utah. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 
memorandum  of  Agreement  (MOA)  is 
being  developed  between  the  Central 
Utah  Water  Conservancy  District,  the 
State  of  Utah,  Strawberry  Water  Users 
Association,  East  Juab  County  Water 
Conservancy,  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
and  Soil  Conservation  Districts  in  Utah 
and  Juab  County.  The  MOA  will  specify 
the  responsibilities  of  each  of  these 
entities  in  studying  improvements  in 
water  distribution  systems  to  the  farms 
and  improvements  in  on-farm  irrigation 
practices.  These  entities  will  also 
participate  in  the  preparation  and 
review  of  the  environmental  impact 
statement.  Additional  agencies  who 
wish  to  be  considered  cooperating 
agencies  should  contact  the  CUWCD. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  An 
information  packet  on  the  project  is 
available  upon  request  fit>m  the 
CUWCD.  Written  comments  or 
suggestions  regarding  the  scope  and  or 
comment  of  the  EIS  are  invit^  and 
should  be  submitted  no  later  than 
October  30, 1993.  In  addition,  interested 
parties  can  receive  when  completed,  a 
copy  of  the  Draft  EIS  for  review  and 
comment.  All  such  requests  should  be 
addressed  in  writing  to:  Sheldon  Talbot, 
I&D  System  Project  Manager,  Central 
Utah  Water  Conservancy  District,  335 
West  1300  South,  Orem,  Utah  84058- 
7303,  (810)  226-7105,  (801)  226-7150 
(fax). 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Jonathan  P.  Deason, 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20939  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  431(MK>-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[AK-967-423(M)5] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selection 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  decision  to  issue 
conveyance  under  the  provisions  of 
section  14(h)(3)  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  18, 
1971,  43  U.S.C.  1601, 1613(h)(3).  will  be 
issued  to  Natives  of  Kodiak,  Lie.  for 
1,207.91  acres.  The  lands  involved  are 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  city  of  Kodiak  and 
Afognak  Island,  Alaska. 


Serial  Number 

Approximate  land  de¬ 
scription 

Seward  Meridian, 

Alaska: 

AA-9106-A . 

T.  22  S.,  R.  18  W. 

AA-9106-F . 

T.  22  S.,  R.  19  W. 

AA-01O6-Q . 

T.  28  S.,  R.  20  W. 

AA-9106-H . 

T.  28  S.,  R.  19  W. 

AA-9106-L  . 

T.  28  S.,  R.  19  W. 

AA-01O&-M  . 

T.  28  S.,  R.  20  W. 

A  notice  of  the  decision  will  be 
published  once  a  week,  for  four  (4) 
consecutive  weeks,  in  the  Kodiak  Daily 
Mirror.  Copies  of  the  decision  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  Alaska  State 
Office  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  222  West  Seventh 
Avenue,  #13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513- 
7599,  (907)  271-5960. 

Any  party  claiming  a  property  interest 
which  is  adversely  affected  by  ffie 
decisions,  an  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government,  or  regional  corporation, 
shall  have  until  September  29, 1993  to 
file  an  appeal.  However,  parties 
receiving  service  by  certified  mail  shall 
have  30  days  from  the  date  of  receipt  to 
file  an  appeal.  Appeals  must  be  filed  in 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  at  the 
address  identified  above,  where  the 
requirements  for  filing  an  appeal  may  be 
obtained.  Parties  who  do  not  file  an 
appeal  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  43  CFR  part  4,  subpart 
E,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  waived  their 
rights. 

Terry  R.  Hassett, 

Chief,  Branch  ofKCS  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  93-21020  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
MLLMQ  CODE  431(KIA-F 


[UT-930-03-4332-01] 

Rnal  Wilderness  Inventory  Decision 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  decision. 

SUMMARY:  Under  authority  of  section 
202  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
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Management  Act  (FLPMA)  of  1976,  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Mana^ment  (BLM) 
announces  its  final  wildemess 
inventory  decision  to  designate  6,990 
acres  of  public  land  in  the  Deep  Creek 
Moimtains  in  Juab  County,  as  the 

Scott’s  Basin  Wilderness  &udy  Area 
(WSA).  [WSA  Ut  050->020-A  (202)]  and 
to  implement  management  {notecticm  to 
preserve  the  smtability  of  the  area 
wildemess  management  The 
boundaries  of  the  WSA  are  as  ^own  on 
the  WSA  Bormdary  Map  in  the  Official 
File  at  the  BLM  Richfield  District  Office, 
Richfield,  Utah.  Copies  of  the  map  are 
available  for  review  at  the  House  Range 
Resource  Area,  Richfield  District,  and 
Utah  State  Offices. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  29, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Dr. 
Gregory  F.  Thayn,  Wilderness  Studies 
(UT-933),  Bureau  of  Land  Mmagement 
Utah  State  Office,  P.O.  Box  45155,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84145-0155,  telephone 
(801) 539-4071. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  1990, 
3,210  acres  of  private  lands  in  the  basin 
area  of  the  De^  Quek  Mountains  in 
Juab  County,  Utah,  w’era  purdiased  by 
The  Nature  Conservancy  and  then 
exchanged  with  the  BLM  fm  land  in 
another  area.  This  action  was  in 
confiHTnance  with  the  BLM  House 
Range  Resource  Area  Resource 
Management  Plan  Record  of  Decision, 
Octol^  1987,  whidb  identified  the  area 
for  acquisition  through  exchange  for  its 
possible  wildemess  ^ues.  The 
acquisition  of  the  3,210  acres  by  the 
Blid  made  it  logical  to  include  another 
3,780  acres  of  public  lands  administered 
by  the  BLM.  resulting  in  a  6,990-ecre 
roadless  area  located  almost  directly  in 
the  middle  of  the  existing  BLM  Deep 
Creek  Mountain  WSA. 

A  notice  of  intent  to  condixA 
intensive  wilderness  inventory  for 
Scott’s  Basin,  Juab  County,  U^,  was 
published  in  57  FR  21669,  May  21, 

1992.  The  BLM  inventoried,  and 
accepted  public  comments  aa,  the 
wildemess  character  of  the  roadless 
area.  A  total  of  13  letters  from  12 
commenters  were  received.  Of  die  12 
comments,  5  favored  wildemess 
protectirm  for  the  area,  5  opposed,  and 
2  did  not  take  a  position. 

The  BLM’s  inventory  decision  is  that 
the  area  meets  the  criteria  outlined  in 
the  Wildemess  Act  of  1964  and  the 
FLPMA  of  1976  fnr  wilderness  study 
area  status.  The  area  is  therefore 
desimated  as  the  Scott’s  Basin  WSA.  It 
will  be  protected  under  the  BIM 
Wildemess  Managcnnent  Pcdicy  and 
Guidelines  for  Lands  Under  Wildemess 
Review  (BIM  Manual  H-8550-1)  that 
requires  that  the  lands  be  manc^^  so  as 


not  to  impair  their  suitalrility  for 
preservation  as  wildemess,  subject  to 
certain  exceptions  and  conditimis.  This 
protective  management  will  continue 
until  Congress  elects  to  designate  the 
area  as  part  of  the  National  Wildomess 
Preservation  System  or  release  it  from 
further  ccmsiderations. 

This  decision  may  be  appealed  to  the 
Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals  (IBLA)- 
in  accordance  with  the  r^ulations 
ccmtained  in  43  CFR,  part  4  and  BIM 
Form  1842-1.  If  an  appeal  is  talcen,  a 
notice  of  appeal  must  be  filed  vrith  the 
IBLA,  the  BLM  Ut^  State  Office,  and 
the  appropriate  Office  of  the  Solicitor 
within  30  days  following  publication  of 
this  notice.  Ilie  appellant  has  the 
burden  of  showing  that  the  decision 
appealed  from  is  in  error. 

If  a  stay  (suspenrion)  of  the 
effectiveness  of  this  decision  is  d^ired, 
a  petition  for  a  stay  must  accompany  the 
notice  of  appeal  pursuant  to  reg^tion 
43  CFR  4.21  (58  FR  4939,  Jan.  19, 1993). 
James  M.  Parker, 

State  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20896  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BiUJNQ  CODE  4310-OCMI 


National  Park  Service 

Draft  Facilities  Development  Plan/ 
Environmental  Impact  Statement; 
Shenandoah  National  Park,  VA 

AGENCY:  National  Park  Service,  Interior. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement. 

SUMMARY:  The  National  Park  Service 
(NPS),  Shenandoah  Naticmal  Park, 
Virginia,  is  preparing  a  draft  facilities 
development  plan/environmental 
impact  statement  for  the  park.  This  plan 
will  provide  that  analysis  necessary  to 
determine  the  needs  for  employee 
housing,  office  spaces,  maintenance 
areas,  and  emergency  facilities  for  the 
park.  In  accordance  with  section 
102(2KG)  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969,  the  NPS  is  required 
to  prepare  an  environmoatal  impact 
statement  (EIS)  to  assess  the  impacts  of 
the  proposed  action.  The  NPS  is  the 
responsible  federal  agency. 

Pursuant  to  Council  on  ' 
Environmental  Quality  regulations  and 
NPS  policy,  NPS  announces  a  scoping 
meet^  to  invite  public  partidpaticm  in 
the  development  and  analysis  M 
alternatives  to  be  (xmsidei^  and 
analyzed  in  the  Shotiandoah  National 
Paric  draft  facilities  development  plan/ 
environmental  impact  statement. 

A  range  of  issues  and  preliminary 
alternatives  for  the  facilities 
developmmit  plan  will  be  explored 


during  the  public  scoping  meetings. 
Preliminary  alternatives  for 
consideration  include  the  no-action 
alternative:  development  of  fecilities 
and  housing  in  accordance  with  the 
park’s  general  management  plan; 
moving  all  housing  mul  devdopment 
out  of  the  park;  and  mixing  the  housing 
within  the  park,  in  a  paric  community  at 
headquarters,  and  through  leases  in 
adjacent  towns. 

Three  puUic  information  and  pre¬ 
scoping  meetings  were  held  at  various 
locations  to  answer  and  receive 
comments  on  the  plan.  The  meetings 
were  held  on  July  20, 21,  and  22  at 
Shmandoah  National  Park 
Headquarters,  Luray,  VA;  tlm 
Rockingham  Coimty  Administrative 
Buildup,  Harristxibiug,  VA;  and  the 
World  Wildlife  Foimdation 
Headquarters,  Vienna,  VA. 

Public  scoping  vrill  be  conducted 
through  a  newsletter  and  mailback  form, 
which  will  be  distributed  through  the 
mailing  lists  generated  by  the  pre¬ 
scoping  meetings,  and  to  visitors 
entering  Shenandoah  National  Park.  In 
addition,  scoping  comments  or  reouests 
for  additional  information  ^ould  be 
addressed  to;  Superintendent, 
Shenandoah  National  Park,  Route  4,  Box 
348,  Luray,  Virginia,  22835.  Persons 
who  submitted  comments  during  the 
pre-scoping  meetings  need  not  resubmit 
comments  in  order  to  have  them 
considered  during  the  further 
development  of  the  draft  plan  and 
environmental  impact  statement. 
Scoping  comments  should  be  received 
no  later  than  October  8, 1993. 

The  responsible  official  is  the 
Regional  Director,  Mid-Atlantic  Region, 
National  Park  Service,  143  S.  Third 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania, 
19106.  The  draft  facilities  management 
plan/environmental  impact  statement  is 
expected  to  be  released  for  public 
review  by  early  1994,  and  the  final 
facilities  management  plan/  EIS  by  the 
end  of  summer  1994. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Katherine  Stevenson, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Mid-Atlantic 
Region. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21015  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BOIMO  CODE  4310-70-M 


Cape  Cod  National  Seashore,  South 
Wellfleet,  Massachusetts,  Cape  Cod 
National  Seashore  Advisory 
Conunission;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Fedmul  Advismry  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  stat.  770,  5 
U.S.C.  app  1,  section  10),  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Cape  Cod  National  Seashore 
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Advisory  Commission  will  be  held  on 
Friday,  ^ptember  24, 1993. 

The  Commission  was  reestablished 
pursuant  to  Public  Law  99-349, 
Amendment  24.  The  purpose  of  the 
Commission  is  to  consult  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  or  his  designee, 
with  respect  to  matters  relating  to  the 
development  of  the  Cape  Cod  National 
Seashore,  and  with  respect  to  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  sections  4  and  5 
of  the  Act  establishing  the  Seashore. 

A  field  trip  will  be  held  finm  10  a.m. 
vmtil  noon  (prior  to  the  regularly 
scheduled  business  meeting)  to  view 
Aunt  Lydia’s  Cove  in  Chatham.  The 
public  wishing  to  attend  may  do  so  but 
must  provide  &eir  own  transportation. 

The  commission  members  will  then 
meet  at  1  p.m.  at  Park  Headquarters  for 
their  regular  business  meeting  which 
will  be  held  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  Adoption  of  Agenda 

2.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  Previous 
Meeting 

3.  Reports  of  Officers 

4.  Old  Business 

5.  Superintendent’s  Report 

6.  Improved  Properties 

7.  Commercial  Certificates 

8.  Highland  Light 

9.  New  Business 

10.  Agenda  for  next  meeting 

11.  Date  for  next  meeting 

12.  Communications/Public  Comment 

13.  Adjomnment 

'The  bxisiness  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public.  It  is  expected  that  15  persons 
will  be  able  to  attend  each  meeting  in 
addition  to  the  Commission  members. 

Interested  persons  may  make  oral/ 
written  presentations  to  the  Commission 
during  the  business  meeting  or  file 
written  statements.  Such  requests 
should  be  made  to  the  park 
superintendent  at  least  seven  days  prior 
to  the  meeting.  Further  information 
concerning  these  meetings  may  be 
obtained  fi'om  the  Superintendent,  Cape 
Cod  National  Seashore.  So.  Wellfleet, 
MA  02663. 

Dated:  August  23. 1993. 

Steven  H.  Lewis, 

Acting  Reponal  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21017  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNO  CODE  4310-70-M 


Maine  Acadian  Culture  Preservation 
Commiesion;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  mven  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463)  that  the  Maine 
Acaffian  Culture  Pr^rvation 
Commission  will  meet  on  Tuesday, 
September  21, 1993.  The  meeting  will 
convene  at  7  p.m.  in  the  Gynmasium  of 


the  Grand  Isle  Elementary  School, 

Grand  Isle,  Aroostook  County,  Maine. 

*rhe  eleven-member  Maine  Acadian 
Culture  Preservation  Commission  was 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  pursuant  to  the  Maine  Acadian 
Culture  Preservation  Act  (Pub.  L.  101- 
543).  The  purpose  of  the  Commission  is 
to  advise  the  National  Park  Service  with 
respect  to  the  development  and 
implementation  of  an  interpretive 
program  of  Acadian  culture  in  the  state 
of  Maine;  and  the  selection  of  sites  for 
interpretation  and  preservation  by 
means  of  cooperative  agreements.  The 
agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as  follows: 

1.  Review  and  approval  of  the 
summary  report  of  ffie  meeting  held 
May  20. 1993. 

2.  Reports  of  the  following  Maine 
Acadian  Culture  Preservation 
Commission  working  groups: 
Cooperating  Organizations  and  Public 
Involvement. 

3.  Report  of  the  National  Park  Service 
planning  team. 

4.  Presentation  by  Don  Cyr  of 
L’Association  culturelle  et  historique  du 
Mont  Carmel. 

5.  Opportunity  for  public  comment. 

6.  Proposed  agenda,  place,  and  date  of 
the  next  Commission  meeting. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Further  information  concerning 
Commission  meetings  may  be  obtained 
firom  the  Superintendent,  Acadia 
National  Park.  Interested  persons  may 
make  oral/written  presentations  to  the 
Commission  or  file  written  statements. 
Such  requests  should  be  made  to  the 
Superintendent  at  least  seven  days  prior 
to  the  meeting  to  Superintendent, 
Acadia  National  Park,  P.O.  Box  177,  Bar 
Harbor,  ME  04609  or  call  (207)  288- 
5472. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Steven  H.  Lewis, 

Acting  Regional  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21016  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 

BNXMQ  CODE  4310-7D-M 


Minute  Man  National  Hlatorical  Park, 
Concord,  MA;  Draft  Compatibility 
Guldellnea 

In  accordance  with  Public  Law  102- 
488,  the  National  Park  Service 
announces  that  the  “Draft  Compatibility 
Guidelines’’  for  property  at  Minute  Man 
National  Historical  Park  in  Concord, 
Massachusetts  is  available  for  public 
review  and  comment. 

The  Gtiidelines  apply  only  to 
residential  tracts  (approximately  five 
owners)  located  in  Lexington  and 
Concord,  that  are  included  in  the  park 
boimdary  imder  legislation  enacted  in 
1992.  The  gmdelines  set  out  standards 


by  which  to  measure  development  of 
these  properties,  and  they  reflect  the 
legislative  intent  concerning  compatible 
and  incompatible  uses  of  lands  within 
the  Park  boundary  as  authorized. 

The  “Draft  Compatibility  Guidelines’’ 
document  is  available  for  review  at  the 
headquarters  of  Minute  Man  National 
Historical  Park,  daily  between  9  a.m. 
and  5  p.m.  imtil  September  30, 1993. 
Call  508-369-6993  for  further 
information.  Written  comments  will  be 
accepted  through  October  4, 1993  at  the 
superintendent’s  office,  P.O.  Box  160, 
Concord,  Massachusetts  01742. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Steven  H.  Lewis, 

Acting  Regional  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21018  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-7I>-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Lodging  of  Judgment  by  Consent 
Pursuant  to  the  Clean  Water  Act 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
policy,  28  CFR  50.7,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  August  12, 1993,  a 
proposed  consent  decree  in  United 
States  V.  Meadow  Gold  Dairies,  Inc., 

Civil  Action  No.  91-15-H-CCL,  was 
lodged  with  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Montana. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  will 
resolve  the  United  States’  claims  for 
injunctive  relief  and  for  penalties  imder 
section  309(d)  of  the  CWA,  33  U.S.C. 
1319(d),  as  a  result  of  the  defendant’s 
discharges  of  dairy  wastes  into  Smith 
Spring  Creek  in  Kalispell,  Montana, 
without  a  National  Pollution  Discharge 
Eliminations  System  (“NPDES”)  permit. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
comments  relating  to  the  proposed 
consent  decree  with  Meadow  Gold 
Dairies,  Inc.,  for  a  period  of  thirty  (30) 
days  fit>m  the  date  of  this  publication. 
Comments  on  the  decree  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Assistant  Attorney 
General,  Environment  &  Natural 
Resources  Division,  U.S.  Department  of 
Justice,  Washington,  DC  20530,  and 
should  refer  to  United  States  v.  Meadow 
Gold  Dairies,  Inc.,  Civil  Action  No.  91- 
15-H-CCL,  DOJ  Ref.  90-5-1-1-3621. 

A  copy  of  the  proposed  consent 
decree  may  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  United  States  Attorney,  District  of 
Montana,  Federal  Building,  Helena, 
Montana;  the  Region  Vin  office  of  the 
Environmental  l^otection  Agency,  999 
18th  Street,  Denver,  Colorado,  80202; 
and  the  Consent  Decree  Library,  1120  G 
Street  NW.,  4th  Floor,  Washington,  DC 
20005,  (202-624-0892).  A  copy  of  the 
proposed  decree  may  obtained  in 
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person  or  by  mail  from  the  Consent 
Decree  Library,  1120  G  Street  NW.,  4th 
Floor,  Waidiington,  DC  20005.  Whoa 
requesting  a  copy  of  the  proposed 
consent  decree,  please  enck^  a  check 
in  the  amount  of  $7.25  (twoaty-frve 
cents  per  page  reproduction  costs) 
payable  to  the  '’Consent  Decree 
Library.” 

Myles  E.  Flint, 

Acting  Assistant  Attorney  General. 
Environment  and  Natural  Hesources  Division. 
[PR  Doc.  93-20932  Piled  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUMG  CODE  4410-0t-M 


Lodging  of  Amended  Partial  Consent 
Oecnse,  United  States  v.  Pacific  Hide 
and  Fur  O^xit,  Inc.,  et  al. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
policy,  28  CFR  50.7,  and  piusuant  to 
section  122(d)(2)(B)  of  the 
comprehensive  Environmental 
Respcmse,  Compensation,  and  Liability 
Act  of  1980,  as  amended  (CERCLA),  42 
U.S.C.  9622(d)(2)(B),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  Amended  Partial  Consent 
Decree  in  United  States  v.  Pacific  Hide 
and  Fur  Depot,  Inc.,  et  al.  Civil  Action 
No.  83—4052  was  locked  with  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Idaho  on  August  17, 1993. 

This  action  was  brought  under  sectimis 
106  and  107  of  CERCLA,  42  U.S.C.  9606 
and  9607.  The  Amended  Partial  Consent 
Decree  resolves  the  United  States’  claim 
against  Idaho  Power  Company,  (IPCO) 
for  cleen-up  of  the  McCarty’s/Pacific 
Hide  &  Fur  Superfund  Site  located  at 
3575  Highway  30  West,  Pocatello. 

Idaho,  in  consideration  of 
approximately  $6.7  million  in  work 
already  performed  by  IPCO  under  the 
Original  P^al  Consent  Decree  and  a 
Unilateral  Administrative  Order  plus 
IPCO’s  earlier  payment  of  $200,000 
towards  EPA's  past  costs. 

For  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice,  the 
Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
written  comments  relating  to  the 
Amended  Partial  Consent  Decree. 
Comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Assistant  Attorney  Gmieral, 

Environment  and  Natural  Resources 
Division,  Elepartment  of  Justice, 
Washington.  DC  20530  and  should  refer 
to  United  States  v.  Pacific  Hide  S-  Fur 
Depot,  Inc.,  et  al..  DOJ.  No.  90-11-2-47. 

The  Amended  Partial  Consent  Decree 
may  be  examined  at  the  Offices  of  the 
United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of 
Idaho,  550  West  Fort  Street,  Boise, 

Idaho  83724,  at  the  Region  10  Office  of 
the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  1200  Sixffi  Avenue, 
Seattle,  Wasffington  98101,  and  at  the 
Consent  Decree  Library,  1120  G  Street  ' 


NW.,  4th  Fkx)r.  Wadiinglon,  DC  20005 
(telephone  nur^r  (202)  624-0692). 

A  copy  of  the  Amende  Purtial 
Consent  Decree  may  be  obtmned  in 
person  or  by  mail  from  the  Consent 
Decree  Litn^.  The  proposed  Amended 
Partial  Consent  Deem  consists  of  a 
twenty-nine  page  omsent  decree  and 
thirty-nine  pages  of  appeiadices.  You 
may  request  a  cc^y  of  the  Amended 
Partial  Conswit  Decree  with  or  without 
appendices.  Please  specify  in  the 
request  whether  or  not  the  appendices 
are  requested.  A  request  for  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  Amended  Partial  Consent 
Deciee  with  appendices  should  be 
accompanied  by  a  check  in  the  amount 
of  $17.00  (25  cents  per  page 
reproduction  charge)  made  payable  to 
“Consent  Decree  Library.”  A  request  for 
a  copy  of  the  proposed  Amend^  Partial 
Consent  Decree  without  appendices 
should  be  accompanied  by  a  dieck  in 
the  amoimt  of  $7.25. 

JohnC  Cnidai, 

Chkf.  Environmental  Enforcement  Section, 
Environineat  and  NatumJ  Besources  Division. 
[FR  Doc  93-20933  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  441»-0t-M 


Lodging  a  Final  Judgment  by  Consent 
Pursuant  to  the  Comprehensive 
Environmental  Response, 
Compensation  and  Liabttity  Act 

Notice  is  her^y  given  that  on  August 
17, 1993,  a  propo^  consent  decree  in 
United  ^ates  v.  Marvin  Pesses,  et  al., 
was  lodged  with  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  Qvil  Actiai  Na  90-CV- 
0654.  The  decree  pertains  to  the  Metcoa 
Radiaticm  Site,  located  in  Pulaski, 
Pennsylvania. 

The  proposed  exmsent  decree  requires 
the  Settling  Defendants  and  Settling 
Federal  Agencies  to  reimbinse  the 
United  States  Superfund  for  100%  of 
past  resptmse  costs  up  to  the  date  of 
lodging  of  the  Consent  Decree.  The 
propo^  consent  decree  also  require 
the  Settling  Federal  Agencies  to 
reimburse  the  Settling  Defendants  far  a 
portion  of  the  Response  Ck)sts  of  the 
Settling  Defraniants.  Finally,  the 
proposMl  consent  decree  requires  the 
SetUing  Federal  Agencies  to  pay  their 
portion  of  estimate  futiure  coris  at  the 
Site. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
comments  relating  to  the  proposed 
consent  decree  for  a  period  of  thirty 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice.  Comments  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Environmmit  and  Natural  Resources 
Division,  Department  of  Justice. 
Wa^iington.  DC,  20530,  and  should 


refer  to  United  States  v.  Marvin  Pesses, 
et  al.  (WT).  Pa.)  and  DC^  Ref .  No.  90- 
11-3-613.  The  proposed  consent  decree 
may  be  examined  at  the  office  of  the 
United  States  Attorney,  Western  District 
of  Pennsylvania,  633  Post  Office  k 
Coxirthouse,  7th  &  Grant,  Pittsburgh,  PA 
15219.  or  at  the  office  of  the 
Envircmmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IB,  841  Chestnut  Building, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19107.  A  copy  of  the 
proposed  consent  decree  may  also  be 
examined  at  the  Consent  Decree  Library. 
1120  G  Street  NW.,  4th  Floor, 
Washington.  DC  20005  (202)  624-0892. 
A  copy  of  the  pit^Mised  consmit  decree 
may  be  obtained  in  person  or  by  mail 
from  the  Document  Center.  In 
requesting  a  copy  please  enclose  a  check 
in  the  amount  of  $8.00  (25  cents  per 
page  reproduction  costs)  payable  to 
“Consent  Decree  Library”. 

Myles  E.  Flint, 

Acting  Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Environment  and  Natural  Resources  Diviskm. 
[FR  Doc.  93-20934  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  44ia-01-M 


Antitrust  Division 

Notice  Pursuant  to  the  National 
Cooperative  Research  and  Production 
Act  of  1993 — Center  for  Manutacturing 
Competitiveness,  inc. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
30. 1993,  pursuant  to  section  6(a)  of  the 
National  Cooperative  Research  and 
Production  Act  of  1993, 15  U.SC.  4301 
et  seq.  (“the  Act”),  the  Center  for 
Manufactxuing  Competitiveness,  Inc. 
(“CMC”)  has  ffied  written  notifications 
simultaneously  with  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  disclosing  (1)  the  identities 
of  the  parties  and  (2)  the  nature  and 
objectives  of  the  venture.  The 
notifications  were  filed  for  the  purpose 
of  invoking  the  Act’s  provisions  limiting 
the  recovery  of  antitrust  plaintiffs  to 
actual  damages  under  specified 
circumstances.  Pursuant  to  section  6(b) 
of  the  Act.  the  following  companies  are 
participants  in  the  Applicatimi  Enabler 
Project,  Phase  HI:  Allen-Bradl^, 
Highland  Heights,  OH;  Allied  Signal, 
Inc.,  Kansas  Qiy,  Boeing  Company, 
Seattle.  WA;  Bresson,  Rupp,  Lipa  k  Co.. 
Ann  Arbor,  MI;  Catepillar,  Inc.,  East 
Peoria,  IL;  Coming  Corporation, 
Coming,  NY;  Digital  Equipment,  Novi, 
Ml;  E.L  du  pont  de  Nemours  k  Ca, 
Newark,  DE;  Electronic  Data  Systems, 
Troy,  Nfl;  FASTech  Integration,  Inc.. 
Lincoln,  MA;  Ford  Motor  Company, 
Dearborn,  MI;  GE  Fanuc  Automation, 
Southfield,  MI;  General  Motors 
Corporation,  Troy,  Ml;  Hewlett-Packard 
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Company,  Novi,  MI;  IBM  Corporation, 
Boca  Raton,  FL;  Oracle.  Inc.,  Chelsea, 
MI;  PRISM  Teclmologies,  Ltd., 
Gateshead.  Tyne  &  Wear,  United 
Kingdom;  Rodcwell  International 
Corporation,  Highland  Heights,  OH; 
Sematech,  Austin,  TX;  Silenus  Group, 
East  Peoria,  IL;  Texas  Instruments,  Inc., 
Dallas,  TX;  Thesis,  Inc.,  Dallas,  TX;  and 
U.S.  Data  Corp.,  Richardson,  TX. 

The  purpose  of  the  CMC  is  to 
fecilitate  and  coordinate  international 
research  ventures  in  the  manufacUiring 
sciences.  On  March  30, 1993,  a  joint 
research  venture  entitled  Application 
Enabler  Project.  Phase  m  was  formed. 
The  Application  Enabler  Project  is  the 
first  su(^  research  venture  coordinated 
by  the  CMC.  Its  objective  is  to  develop 
a  base  set  of  Enabler  features  and 
functions.  Specifications  will  be 
developed  for  portable  computer 
software  components  based  on  standard 
interfaces. 

Joseph  H.  Widmar, 

Director  of  Operations,  Antitrust  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20935  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  4410-01-M 


Notice  Pursuant  to  the  National 
Cooperative  Research  and  Production 
Act  of  1993— The  Frame  Relay  Forum 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  July  1, 
1993,  pursuant  to  section  6(a)  of  the 
National  Cooperative  Research  and 
Production  Act  of  1993, 15  U.S.C.  4301 
et  seq.  ("the  Act”),  The  Frame  Relay 
Forum  ("FRF”)  has  filed  written 
notifications  simultaneously  with  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  disclosing  changes  in  its 
membership. 

The  notifications  were  filed  for  the 
piirpose  of  extending  the  Act’s 
provisions  limiting  the  recovery  of 
antitrust  plaintiffs  to  actual  damages 
under  specified  circumstances. 
Specifically,  the  identities  of  the 
additional  members  of  FRF  are:  ITV: 
Pleasanton,  CA;  SITA,  Valbonne, 
France;  Helsinki  Telephone  Co., 
Helsinki,  Finland;  Interlink 
Commimications,  Allambie  Heights, 
Australia;  Bibertel,  Rockdale,  Australia; 
Datacraft,  Croydon,  Australia;  Sdtec 
Communications,  Ix)ne  Cove,  Australia; 
and  AIC  Conferences,  Sydney, 
Australia. 

KDD  America,  Inc.,  a  member  of  the 
FRF,  has  changed  its  name  to  KDD,  Inc. 

No  other  changes  have  been  made  in 
either  the  membership  or  planned 
activities  of  the  FRF.  Membership 
remains  open,  and  FRF  intends  to  file 
additional  written  notifications 
disclosing  all  changes  in  membership. 


On  April  10, 1992,  FRF  filed  its 
original  notification  pursuant  to  section 
6(a)  of  the  Act.  The  Department  of 
Justice  published  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  pursuant  to  section  6(b)  of  the 
Act  on  July  2. 1992  (57  FR  29537). 

The  last  notification  was  filed  with 
the  Department  on  April  2. 1993.  A 
notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  pursuant  to  section  6(b)  of  the 
Act  on  April  22. 1993  (58  FR  21597). 
Joseph  H.  Widmar, 

Director  of  Operations,  Antitrust  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20936  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  441(M>1-M 

Notice  Pursuant  to  the  National 
Cooperative  Research  and  Production 
Act  of  1993— Microelectronics  & 
Computer  Technology  Corp. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  on  June 
17, 1993,  pursuant  to  section  6(a)  of  the 
National  Cooperative  Research  and 
Production  Act  of  1993, 15  U.S.C.  4301 
et  seq.  ("the  Act”),  Microelectronics  and 
Computer  Technology  Corporation 
("M(X”)  has  filed  written  notifications 
simultaneously  with  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  disclosing  changes  in  its 
membership.  The  notifications  were 
filed  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the 
Act’s  provisions  limiting  the  recovery  of 
antitrust  plainti^  to  actual  damages 
imder  specified  circumstances. 
Specifically,  the  changes  are  as  follows: 

(1)  BroadBand  Teclmologies,  Inc., 
Research  Triangle  Park,  NC;  The  Markle 
Foimdation,  New  York,  NY;  and  the 
State  University  of  New  York,  Albany, 
NY;  have  agreed  to  become  Associate 
Members  of  MCC  and  participants  in 
MCC’s  “First  Qties”  technology  study; 

(2)  MCC  has  entered  into  a 
Collaboration  and  Licensing  Agreement 
with  Samstmg  Electronics  Company, 
Suwon.  Korea,  in  connection  with 
MCC’s  Low  Cost  Portables  Project; 

(3)  IBM  Corporation,  an  existing  MCC 
Associate  Member,  has  become  a 
participant  in  the  Open  Systems  2 
Project  within  MCC’s  Packaging/ 
Interconnect  Technology  Program  and 
MCC’s  High  Value  Electronics  Division; 
and 

(4)  Westinghouse  Electric 
Corporation,  an  existing  MCC 
shareholder,  has  agreed  to  become  a 
participant  in  MCC’s  Adaptive  Beam 
Forming  Technology  Study. 

On  December  21, 1984,  MCC  filed  its 
original  notification  pursuant  to  section 
6(a)  of  the  Act.  The  Department  of 
Justice  published  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  pursuant  to  section  6(b)  of  the 
Act  on  January  17, 1985  (50  FR  2633). 


The  last  notification  was  filed  with 
the  Department  on  April  16, 1993.  A 
notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  pursuant  to  section  6(b)  of  the 
Act  on  May  17. 1993  (58  FR  28900). 
Joseph  H.  Widmar, 

Director  of  Operations,  Antitrust  Division. 
(FR  Doc.  93-20937  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
eaUNQ  CODE  4410-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefits 
Administration 

Advisory  Council  on  Employee  Welfare 
and  Pension  Benefits  Plans;  Notice  of 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
section  512  of  the  Employee  Retirement 
Security  Act  of  1974  (ERISA),  29  U.S.C. 
1142,  a  public  meting  of  the  Working 
Group  on  Economically  Targeted 
Investments  (ETI)  of  the  Advisory 
Coimcil  on  Employee  Welfare  and 
Pension  Benefit  Plans  will  be  held  at  1 
p.m./3:30  p.m.,  Tuesday,  September  21, 
1993,  in  suite  1^3437  CD,  U.S, 
Department  of  Labor  Building,  Third 
and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20210. 

This  Working  Group  was  formed  by 
the  Advisory  Coimcil  to  study  issues 
relating  to  1^  for  employee  benefit 
plans  covered  by  ERISA. 

The  purpose  of  the  September  21 
meeting  is  to  take  testimony  and/or 
written  submissions  regarding  access  to 
and  valuation  of  Economically  Targeted 
Investments.  The  Working  Group  will 
also  take  testimony  and  or  submissions 
from  employee  representatives, 
employer  representatives  and  other 
interested  individuals  and  groups 
regarding  the  subject  matter. 

Individuals,  or  representatives  of 
organizations  wishing  to  address  the 
Working  Group  should  submit  a  written 
request  on  or  before  September  16. 1993 
to  William  E.  Morrow,  Executive 
Secretary,  ERISA  Advisory  Council, 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  smte  N-5677, 
200  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20210.  Oral 
presentations  will  be  limited  to  ten 
minutes,  but  witnesses  may  submit  an 
extended  statement  for  the  record. 

Organizations  or  individuals  may  also 
submit  statements  for  the  record 
without  testifying.  Twenty  (20)  copies  of 
such  statement  should  be  sent  to  the 
Executive  Secretary  of  the  Advisory 
Covmcil  at  the  above  address.  Papers 
will  be  accepted  and  included  in  the 
record  of  the  meeting  if  received  on  or 
before  September  16. 1993. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  DC,  this  25th  day  of 
August  1993. 

Olena  Berg, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefits  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20975  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BaUNQ  CODE  4610-29-M 


LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 

One-Time  Grant  to  the  Indian  Law 
Support  Center 

AGENCY:  Legal  Services  Corporation. 
ACTION:  Annotincement  of  Grant  Award. 

SUMMARY:  The  Legal  Services 
Corporation  hereby  announces  its 
intention  to  award  a  one-time  grant,  in 
the  amount  of  $49,070,  to  the  Mdian 
Law  Support  Center  in  Boulder, 
Colorado.  The  purpose  of  the  grant  is  to 
fund  the  production  of  three  new 
videotapes  on  the  fundamentals  of 
Federal  Indian  Law.  This  one-time,  non¬ 
recurring  grant  is  awarded  under  the 
authority  of  the  Legal  Services 
Corporation  Act  of  1974,  as  amended. 
This  public  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to 
section  1007(f)  of  the  Act,  with  a  request 
for  comments  within  a  period  of  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice.  The  grant  award  will  become 
effective  and  grant  funds  will  be 
distributed  only  upon  the  expiration  of 
this  30-day  public  comment  period. 
DATES:  All  comments  and 
recommendations  must  be  received  on 
or  before  5  p.m.  on  September  27, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to:  Office  of  Field  Services,  Legal 
Services  Corporation,  750  First  Street 
NE.,  11th  Floor,  Washington,  DC  20002- 
4250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  T.  Moses  IB,  Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Field  Services,  at  (202)  336- 
8822. 

Dated:  August  25, 1993. 

Ellen  ).  Smead, 

Director,  Office  of  Field  Services. 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  93-070] 

Agency  Report  Forms  Under  0MB 
Review 

AGENCY:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Agency  Report  Forms 
Under  OMB  Review. 


SUMMARY:  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35),  agencies  are  required  to 
submit  proposed  information  collection 
requests  to  OMB  for  review  and 
approval,  and  to  publish  a  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  notifying  the  public 
that  the  agency  has  made  the 
submission. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms,  the 
requests  for  clearance  (S.F.  83’s), 
supporting  statements,  instructions, 
transmittal  letters  and  other  documents 
submitted  to  OMB  for  review,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Agency  Clearance 
Officer.  Conunents  on  the  items  listed 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Agency 
Clearance  Officer  and  the  0^& 
Paperwork  Reduction  Project. 

DATES:  Comments  are  requested  by 
September  29, 1993.  If  you  anticipate 
commenting  on  a  form  hut  find  that 
time  to  prepare  will  prevent  you  from 
submitting  comments  promptly,  you 
should  advise  the  OMB  Paper  Reduction 
Project  and  the  Agency  Clearance 
Officer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

ADDRESSES:  Eva  L.  Layne,  Acting  NASA 
Agency  Clearance  Officer,  Code  JTD, 
NASA  Headquarters,  Washington,  DC 
20546;  Paperwork  Reduction  Project 
(2700-0051),  OMB,  room  3235,  New 
Executive  Office  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20503. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Shirley  C.  Peigare,  NASA  Reports 
Officer,  (202)  358-1374. 

Reports 

Title:  NASA  FAR  Supplement,  Part  18- 
23,  Environment,  Conservation,  and 
Occupational  Safety. 

OMB  Number:  2700-0051. 

Type  of  Request:  Extension. 

Frequency  of  Report:  On  occasion. 

Type  of  Respondent:  State  or  local 
governments,  businesses  or  other  for- 
profit,  non-profit  institutions,  small 
businesses  or  organizations. 

Number  of  Respondents:  407. 

Responses  per  Respondent:  2. 

Annual  Responses:  814. 

Hours  per  Response:  40. 

Aimual  Burden  Hours:  32,560. 
Abstract-Need/Uses:  Where  \mique* 
facility  safety  or  health  requirements 
exist,  including  hazardous 
deliverables  or  operations,  suitable 
contractor’s  safety  and  health  plans 
are  required  as  are  accident  reports. 

August  24, 1993. 

Eva  L.  Layne, 

Acting  Chief,  IBM  Policy  and  Acquisition 
Management  Office. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20954  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 

BILUNa  CODE  7B10-01-M 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Permit  Application  Received  Under  the 
Antarctic  Conservation  Act  of  1978 

August  25, 1993. 

AGENCY:  National  Science  Foimdation. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  permit  application 
received  under  the  Antarctic 
Conservation  Act  of  1978,  Public  Law 
95-541. 

SUMMARY:  The  National  Science 
Foundation  (NSF)  is  required  to  publish 
notice  of  permit  applications  received  to 
conduct  activities  regulated  tmder  the 
Antarctic  Conservation  Act  of  1978. 

NSF  has  published  regulations  imder 
the  Antarctic  Conservation  Act  of  1978 
at  title  45  part  670  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  This  is  the  required 
notice  of  permit  application  received. 
DATES:  Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  comments,  or 
views  with  respect  to  this  permit 
application  by  September  26, 1993. 
Permit  applications  may  be  inspected  by 
interested  parties  at  the  Permit  Office, 
address  below. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Permit  Office,  room  627, 
Office  of  Polar  Programs,  National 
Science  Foundation,  Washington,  DC 
20550. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Thomas  F.  Forhan  at  the  above  address 
or  (202)  357-7817. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Science  Foimdation,  as 
directed  by  the  Antarctic  Conservation 
Act  of  1978  (Pub.  L.  95-541),  has 
developed  regulations  that  implement 
the  "Agreed  Measures  for  the 
Conservation  of  Antarctic  Fauna  and 
Flora”  for  all  United  States  citizens.  The 
Agreed  Measures,  developed  by  the 
Antarctic  Treaty  Consultative  Parties, 
recommended  establishment  of  a  permit 
system  for  various  activities  in 
Antarctica  and  designation  of  certain 
animals  and  certain  geographic  areas  as 
requiring  special  protection.  The 
regulations  establish  such  a  permit 
system  to  designate  Specially  Protected 
Areas  and  Sites  of  Special  Sdentific 
Interest. 

The  application  received  is  as  follows: 

1.  Applicant 

Dr.  Gary  D.  Miller,  Biology  Department, 
University  of  New  Mexico, 
Albuquerque,  NM  87131. 

Activity  for  Which  Permit  Requested 

Taking.  Import  into  USA. 

To  investigate  the  reproductive 
strategies  of  Adelie  Penguins  [Pygoscelis 
adeliae]  at  Cape  Bird.  Ross  Island,  the 


(FR  Doc.  93-20978  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
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applicant  proposes  capture,  banding, 
and  release. 

The  applicant  also  wishes  to  continue 
to  monitor  the  reproductive  success  of 
the  South  Polar  Skua  population  at  Cape 
Bird  by  monitoring  the  nesting  progress 
of  up  to  200  pairs.  Birds  will  be 
captured  as  needed  to  band  new 
individuals  and  the  replace  bands  that 
have  broken  off.  Penguins  can  be 
captured  by  hand  at  their  nests  or  with 
a  short  hand-held  net.  Skuas  will  be 
captured  out  of  the  air  with  a  hand-held 
net.  All  birds  will  be  weighed,  measured 
and  banded  (if  necessary).  Blood 
samples  (0.5  ml)  will  be  taken  from  the 
tibia!  or  metatarsal  vein  for  adults.  DNA 
samples  from  chicks  will  be  obtained  by 
plucking  a  few  growing  feathers.  No 
collecting  of  whole  specimens  is 
proposed. 

Location 

Cape  Bird,  Ross  Island 
Dates 

10/01/93-02/28/94 
Thomas  F.  Forhan, 

Permit  Office,  Office  of  Polar  Programs. 

(FR  Doc  93-20982  Filed  8-27-93;  B;45  am] 
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Permit  Application  Received  Under  the 
Antarctic  Conservation  Act  of  1978 

August  25, 1993. 

AGENCY:  National  Science  Foundation. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  permit  application 
received  under  the  Antarctic 
Conservation  Act  of  1978,  Public  Law 
95-541. 

SUMMARY:  The  National  Science 
Foimdation  (NSF)  is  required  to  publish 
notice  of  permit  applications  received  to 
conduct  activities  regulated  luider  the 
Antarctic  Conservation  Act  of  1978. 

NSF  has  published  regulations  under 
the  Antarctic  Conservation  Act  of  1978 
at  title  45  part  670  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  R^ulations.  This  is  the  required 
notice  of  permit  application  received. 
DATES:  Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  comments,  or 
views  with  respect  to  this  permit 
application  by  September  26, 1993. 
Permit  applications  may  be  inspected  by 
interested  parties  at  the  Permit  Office, 
address  below. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Permit  Office,  room  627, 
Office  of  Polar  Programs,  National 
Science  Foundation,  Washington,  DC 
20550. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Thomas  F.  Forhan  at  the  above  address 
or  (202)  357-7817. 


SUPPLBIIENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Science  Foundation,  as 
directed  by  the  Antarctic  Conservation 
Act  of  1978  (Pub.  L.  95-541),  has 
developed  regulations  that  implement 
the  “Agreed  Measures  for  the 
Conservation  of  Antarctic  Fauna  and 
Flora”  for  all  United  States  citizens.  The 
Agreed  Measures,  developed  by  the 
Antarctic  Treaty  Consultative  Parties, 
recommended  establishment  of  a  permit 
system  for  various  activities  in 
Antarctica  and  designation  of  certain 
animals  and  certain  geographic  areas  as 
requiring  special  protection.  The 
regulations  establish  such  a  permit 
system  to  designate  Specially  Protected 
Areas  and  Sites  of  Special  S^entific 
Interest. 

The  application  received  is  as  follows; 

1.  Applicant 

John  G.  Shedd  Aquarium,  1200  South 
Lake  Shore  Drive,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60606. 

Activity  for  Which  Permit  Requested 

Taking.  Import  into  USA — ^Port  of 
Entry:  Miami. 

The  John  G.  Shedd  Aquarium  plans  to 
collect  incubating  eggs  and  transport 
them  in  incubators  by  leased  aircraft  to 
the  Aquarium  in  Chicago,  Illinois.  These 
eggs  will  be  hatched  and  reared  in  a 
temperature  controlled  rearing/holding 
facility.  Data  collection  on  egg  size/ 
weight  and  growth  rates  will  be 
conducted  and  made  available  to 
qualified,  interested  parties.  This  data 
will  be  compared  to  that  already 
recorded  by  Sea  World  and  added  to 
their  data  bank  for  gentoo  penguins.  The 
birds  will  be  used  for  educational 
purposes  as  well  as  made  available  for 
scientific  study  to  qualified  researchers 
at  the  Shedd  Aquarium. 

Location 

King  George.  Livingston  and  Nelson 
Islands. 

Dates 

11/20/93-12/30/93 
Thomas  F.  Forhan, 

Permit  Office,  Office  of  PrAar  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20983  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
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Permit  Application  Received  Under  the 
Antarctic  Conservation  Act  of  1978 

August  25, 1993. 

AGENCY:  National  Science  Foundation. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  permit  application 
received  under  the  Antarctic 
Conservation  Act  of  1978,  Public  Law 
95-541. 


SUMMARY:  The  National  Science 
Foundation  (NSF)  is  required  to  publish 
notice  of  permit  applications  received  to 
conduct  activities  regulated  under  the 
Antarctic  Conservation  Act  of  1978. 

NSF  has  published  regulations  under 
the  Antarctic  Conservation  Act  of  1978 
at  title  45  part  670  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  This  is  the  required 
notice  of  permit  application  received. 
DATES:  Interested  peuties  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  comments,  or 
views  with  respect  to  this  permit 
application  by  September  27, 1993. 
Permit  applications  may  be  inspected  by 
interested  parties  at  the  Permit  Office, 
address  below. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Permit  Office,  room  627, 
Office  of  Polar  Programs,  National 
Science  Foundation,  Washington,  DC 
20550. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  F.  Forhan  at  the  above  address 
or  (202) 357-7817. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Science  Foundation,  as 
directed  by  the  Antarctic  Conservation 
Act  of  1978  (Pub.  L  95-541).  has 
developed  regulations  that  implement 
the  “Agreed  Measures  for  the 
Conservation  of  Antarctic  Fauna  and 
Flora”  for  all  United  States  citizens.  The 
Agreed  Measures,  developed  by  the 
Antarctic  Treaty  Consultative  Parties, 
recommended  establishment  of  a  permit 
system  for  various  activities  in 
Antarctica  and  designation  of  certain 
animals  and  certain  geographic  areas  as 
requiring  special  protection.  The 
regulations  establish  such  a  permit 
system  to  designate  Specially  Protected 
Areas  and  Sites  of  Special  Scientific 
Interest. 

The  application  received  is  as  follows: 

1.  Applicant 

David  G.  Ainley,  PRBO,  4990  Shoreline 

Hwy.,  Stinson  Beach,  CA  94970. 

Activity  for  Which  Permit  Requested 

Taking.  Import  Into  USA-Port  of  Entry 
Los  Angeles,  Miami.  The  applicant 
proposes  to  collect  from  a  ship  (by 
shotgun)  up  to  10  individuals  eacdi  of  5 
petrel  species  that  are  abimdant  in  the 
study  area.  In  the  event  that  individuals 
of  these  species  fly  on  board  at  night, 
which  is  possible,  they  will  be  induded 
in  totals  and,  if  healthy,  will  be  released 
alive.  The  scientific  need  is  to  complete 
collection  started  during  previous 
cruises  in  a  study  that  compares  the 
flight  morphology  of  pack-ice  vs  open- 
water  bird  species  (and  eventually  also 
to  compare  Pacific  species  in  the  polar 
vs  tropical  habitds).  Understanding  the 
flight  capabilities  of  seabirds  will 
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contribute  to  the  vinderstanding  of  their 
ecology. 

Location 

Amundsen  and  Bellingshausen  seas 
Dates 

01/15/93—04/15/94 
Thomas  F.  Foriian, 

Permit  Office,  Office  of  Polar  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20984  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  50-325  and  50-324] 

Brunswick  Steam  Electric  Plant,  Units 
1  and  2,  Carolina  Power  &  Light  Co., 
et  al.;  Environmental  Assessment  and 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  is 
considering  issuance  of  amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-71 
and  DPR-62  issu^  to  Carolina  Power  & 
Light  Company  (CP&L  or  the  licensee) 
for  operation  of  the  Bnmswick  Steam 
Electric  Plant,  Units  1  and  2  (BSEP), 
located  in  Brunswick  County,  North 
Carolina. 

Environmental  Assessment 
Identification  of  the  Proposed  Action 

The  proposed  amendments  would 
revise  the  Technical  Specifications  (TS) 
to  reflect  the  replacement  of  existing 
Riley,  GEMAC  and  Fenwal  steam  1»^ 
detection  equipment  with  General 
Electric  NUMAC  leak  detection 
equipment.  The  proposed  amendments 
would  also  revise  s\irveillance 
requirements  for  the  steam  leak 
detection  instrumentation  associated 
with  the  reactor  water  cleanup  system, 
the  high  pressure  coolant  injection 
system,  and  the  reactor  core  isolation 
cooling  system. 

The  Need  for  the  Proposed  Action 

The  proposed  changes  are  needed  so 
modifications  can  be  made  to  upgrade 
the  steam  leak  detection  system  prior  to 
startup  from  the  ciirrent  outage. 

Environmental  Impacts  of  the  Proposed 
Action 

The  staff  has  evaluated  the  proposed 
TS  amendment  and  finds  that  the  only 
line  break  for  which  the  detection  an^ 
or  mitigation  action  will  be  any  difierent 
after  the  proposed  modification  is  the 
reactor  water  cleanup  (RWCU)  cold 
leak,  as  mitigated  by  the  differential 
flow  instrumentation.  The  isolation 
delay  on  this  break  will  be  increased 


from  45  seconds  to  30  minutes.  The 
types  of  potential  effluents  remain 
unchanged.  The  increased  isolation  time 
delay  will  result  in  a  proportional 
increase  in  the  amount  of  potential 
effluent.  General  Electric  has  evaluated 
the  consequences  of  a  300  gal/min 
RWCU  system  cold  water  leak 
remaining  unisolated  for  30  minutes  in 
its  report  GE-NE-770-14-0592,  which 
was  docketed  by  the  licensee  January 
13, 1993.  The  staff  performed 
independent  calculations,  utilizing  a 
reactor  coolant  concentration  of  4  uCi/ 
gm  as  the  concentration  for  the  release. 
This  value  was  chosen  because  the 
coolant  concentration  could  be  this  high 
before  technical  specifications  require 
the  unit  to  be  shut  down.  Based  upon 
this  coolant  concentration,  a  partition 
factor  of  0.1  and  a  300  gallon/min 
release  rate  for  30  minutes,  doses  were 
calculated.  Thyroid  doses  11.9,  5.9,  and 
1.2  rem,  were  calculated  for  the  control 
room  operators,  the  members  of  the 
public  at  the  site  boundary,  and  the  low 
population  zone,  respectively.  These 
doses  are  within  the  limits  of  10  CFR 
part  100  and  are  acceptable  and 
demonstrate  that  changing  the  RWCU 
system  isolation  differential  flow  time 
delay  trip  setpoint  and  the  allowable 
value  finm  less  than  or  equal  to  45 
seconds  to  less  than  or  equal  to  30 
minutes  is  acceptable  from  a 
radiological  dose  aspect.  Therefore, 
there  will  not  be  a  significant  increase 
in  the  types  or  amoimts  of  any  effluent 
that  may  be  released  offsite. 

The  proposed  changes  do  not  increase 
the  probability  or  consequences  of 
accidents.  The  staff  has  determined  that 
the  proposed  changes  do  not  alter  any 
initial  condition  assumed  for  the  design 
basis  accidents  previously  evaluated  or 
change  operation  of  safety  systems 
utilized  to  mitigate  the  design  basis 
accidents.  No  changes  are  being  made  in 
the  types  of  any  effluents  that  may  be 
released  offsite,  and  there  is  no 
significant  increase  in  the  allowable 
individual  or  cumulative  occupational 
radiation  exposure.  Accordingly,  the 
staff  concludes  that  proposed  action 
would  result  in  no  significant 
radiological  environmental  impact. 

With  regard  to  potential 
nonradiological  impacts,  the  proposed 
changes  to  the  TS  involved  components 
in  the  plant  which  are  located  within 
the  restricted  area  as  defined  in  10  CFR 
part  20.  It  does  not  affect 
nonradiological  plant  effluents  and  has 
no  other  environmental  impact. 
Therefore,  the  staff  concludes  that  there 
are  no  significant  nonradiological 
environmental  impacts  associated  with 
the  proposed  amendments. 


Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Action 

Since  the  Commission  has  concluded 
that  there  are  no  significant 
environmental  effects  that  would  result 
firom  the  proposed  actions,  any 
alternatives  with  equal  or  greater 
environmental  impacts  need  not  be 
evaluated.  The  principal  alternative 
would  be  to  deny  the  licensee’s  request 
for  amendments.  This  would  not  reduce 
environmental  impacts  of  plant 
operation. 

Alternative  Use  of  Resources 

This  action  does  not  involve  the  use 
of  resources  not  previously  considered 
in  the  Final  Environmental  Statement 
(FES)  for  the  Brunswick  Steam  Electric 
Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  dated  January 
1974. 

Agencies  and  Persons  Consulted 

The  NRC  staff  reviewed  the  licensee’s 
request  and  did  not  consult  other 
agencies  or  persons. 

The  staff  consulted  with  the  State  of 
North  Carolina  regarding  the 
environmental  impact  of  the  proposed 
action.  The  State  had  no  comments. 

Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

Based  on  the  foregoing  environmental 
assessment,  the  Commission  concludes 
that  the  proposed  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  has  determined  not  to 
prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  for  the  proposed  license 
amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  September  14, 1992, 
as  supplemented  January  13.  January  25, 
February  8,  May  11,  May  16,  May  21, 
J;me  18,  July  8  and  July  26, 1993,  which 
is  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  ^blic  Document  Room, 
the  Gelman  Building,  2120  L  Street. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20555,  and  the 
local  public  document  room  located  at 
the  University  of  North  Carolina  at 
Wilmington,  William  Madison  Randall 
Library,  601  S.  College  Road. 
Wilmington,  North  Carolina  28403- 
3297. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  18th  day 
of  August  1993. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

Singh  S.  Bajwa, 

Acting  Director,  Project  Directorate  II-l, 
Division  of  Reactor  Projects — I/II,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20950  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
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[Docket  Noe.  50-282  and  50-306] 

Northern  States  Power  Co.;  Prairie 
island  Nuclear  Gerterating  Plant,  Units 
1  arKi  2;  Environmental  Assessment 
and  Rnding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  is 
considering  issuance  of  amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-42 
and  DPR-60,  issued  to  Northern  States 
Power  Company  (the  licensee)  for  the 
Prairie  Island  Nuclear  Generating  Plant, 
Units  1  and  2  located  in  Goodhue 
Coimty,  Minnesota. 

Environmental  Assessment 
Identification  of  Proposed  Action 

By  letter  dated  June  11, 1993,  as 
revised  Jirne  30. 1993,  the  licensee 
proposed  to  change  the  technical 
specifications  (TSs)  to  allow  an  increase 
in  fuel  enrichment  (Uranium  235)  to  5.0 
weight  percent.  Prairie  Island  TSs 
currently  limit  fuel  in  the  spent  fuel 
pool  and  new  fuel  storage  racks  to  a 
maximum  enrichment  of  4.25  weight 
percent  U-235.  In  order  to  support 
longer  fuel  cycles  at  Prairie  Island,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  increase  fuel 
enrichment  beyond  the  4.25  weight 
percent  limit  and  to  revise  the  TS 
enrichment  limits.  The  licensee  has 
requested  revisions  to  the  Prairie  Island 
TSs  to  allow  the  storage  of  5.0  weight 
percent  U-235  fuel  in  the  new  fuel  vault 
and  the  spent  fuel  pool. 

The  Need  for  Proposed  Action 

The  licensee  intends,  in  the  future,  to 
use  the  more  highly  enriched  fuel  to 
support  longer  Kiel  cycles.  Currently,  TS 
5.6.4  limits  the  storage  and  use  of  fuel 
to  an  enrichment  of  4.25  weight  percent. 
Before  the  licensee  extends  plant 
operating  cycles,  it  plans  on  receiving 
shipments  of  5.0  weight  percent  fuel  in 
September  1993.  Thus,  the  change  to  the 
TSs  was  requested. 

Environmental  Impact  of  the  Proposed 
Action 

The  Commission  has  completed  its 
evaluation  of  the  proposed  revision  to 
the  TSs  and  concludes  that  storage  and 
use  of  fuel  enriched  with  U-235  up  to 
5.0  weight  percent  at  Prairie  Island, 
Units  1  and  2.  is  acceptable.  The  safety 
considerations  associated  with  higher 
enrichments  have  been  evaluated  by  the 
NRG  staff  and  the  staff  has  concduded 
that  such  changes  would  not  adversely 
affect  plant  safety.  The  proposed 
changes  have  no  adverse  effect  on  the 
probability  of  any  accident.  There  will 
be  no  diange  to  authorized  power 
levels.  The  change  to  the  fuel  bunuq)  is 
bounded  by  NRC  staff  generic  review 


(discussed  below).  As  a  result,  there  is 
not  significant  increase  in  individual  or 
cumulative  radiation  exposure. 

The  environmental  impacts  of 
transportation  resulting  from  the  use  of 
higher  enrichment  and  extended 
irradiation  are  discussed  in  the  staff 
assessment  entitled  "NRC  Assessment 
of  the  Environmental  Effects  of 
Transportation  Resulting  from  Extended 
Fuel  Enrichment  and  Irradiation.’’  This 
assessment  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  11. 1988  (53 
FR  30355)  as  corrected  on  August  24, 
1988  (53  FR  32322)  in  connection  with 
the  Shearon  Harris  Nuclear  Power  Plant, 
Unit  1:  Environmental  Assessment  and 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact.  As 
indicated  therein,  the  environmental 
cost  contribution  of  an  increase  in  fuel 
enrichment  of  up  to  5  weight  percent  of 
U-235  and  irradiation  limits  of  up  to 
60,000  MWD/MTU  are  either 
imchanged,  or  may  in  fact  be  reduced 
from  those  summarized  in  Table  S-4  as 
set  forth  in  10  CFR  51.52(c).  These 
findings  are  applicable  to  these 
proposed  amendments  for  Prairie 
Island,  Units  1  and  2.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  concludes  that  this 
proposed  action  would  result  in  no 
significant  radiological  environmental 
impact. 

With  regard  to  potential  non- 
radiological  impacts,  the  proposed 
chtmges  involve  systems  located  within 
the  restricted  area  as  defined  in  10  CFR 
part  20.  It  does  not  affect  non- 
radiological  plant  effluents  and  has  no 
other  environmental  impact.  Therefore, 
the  Commission  concludes  that  there 
are  no  significant  non-radiological 
environmental  impacts  associated  with 
the  proposed  amendments. 

The  Notice  of  Consideration  of 
Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses,  Proposed  No 
Significant  Hazards  Consideration 
Determination,  and  Opporhmity  for 
Hearing  in  connection  with  this  action 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  July  21. 1993  (58  FR  39054).  No 
request  for  hearing  or  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  was  filed  following  this 
notice. 

Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Action 

Since  the  Commission  concluded  that 
there  are  no  significant  environmental 
effects  that  would  result  from  the 
proposed  action,  any  alternative  with 
equal  or  greater  environmental  impacts 
need  not  be  evaluated. 

The  principal  alternative  would  be  to 
deny  the  requested  amendments.  The 
staff  considered  denial  of  the  proposed 
action;  however,  this  would  not  i^uce 
environmental  impacts  of  plant 
operation  and  would  result  in  reduced 


operational  flexibility.  The 
environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  and  the  alternative  action  are 
similar. 

Alternative  Use  of  Resources 

This  action  does  not  involve  the  use 
of  any  resources  not  previously 
considered  in  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  for  the  Prairie  Island,  Units  1 
and  2,  dated  May  1973. 

Agencies  and  Persons  Consulted 

The  NRC  staff  reviewed  the  licensee’s 
request.  The  staff  consulted  with  the 
State  of  Minnesota  regeuding  the 
environmental  impact  of  the  proposed 
action.  The  State  had  no  comments. 

Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  Commission  has  determined  not 
to  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  for  the  proposed  license 
timendments. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing 
environmental  assessment,  we  conclude 
that  the  proposed  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  license 
amendments  dated  Jrme  11, 1993  as 
revised  June  30, 1993.  Copies  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
the  Gelman  Building,  2120  L  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20555,  and  at  the 
Local  Public  Dociunent  Room  located  at 
the  Minnesota  Public  Library, 
Technology  and  Science  Department, 
300  Nicollet  Mall,  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota  55401. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  24th  day 
of  August  1993. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
William  Dean, 

Acting  Director,  Project  Directorate  ni-3. 
Division  of  Reactor  Projects — HI/IV/V,  Ofpce 
of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20949  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BOUNO  CODE  Tsao-ei-M 


[Docket  No.  50-278] 

Philadelphia  Electric  Co.,  Public 
Service  Electric  and  Gas  COh  Delmarva 
Power  and  Light  Co.,  and  Atlantic  City 
Electric  Co.;  Environmental 
Aseeeement  and  Rnding  of  No 
Significant  Impact 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  is 
considering  issuance  of  an  exemption 
from  certain  requirements  of  10  CFR 
part  50,  app«idix  J,  to  the  Philadelphia 
Electric  Company,  et  al.  (the  licensee) 
for  the  Peach  Bottom  Atomic  Power 
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Station,  Unit  3,  located  at  the  licensee’s 
site  in  York  County,  Pennsylvania. 

Environmental  Assessment 
Identification  of  the  Proposed  Action 

The  proposed  action  would  grant 
relief  ^m  sections  IIl.D.2(a)  and  III.D.3 
of  appendix  J  which  require  that  Type 
B  and  C  leak  rate  tests  be  performed 
during  reactor  shutdown  for  refueling 
but  in  no  case  at  intervals  greater  than 
2  years. 

The  Need  for  the  Proposed  Action 

The  affected  containment 
penetrations  must  be  leak  rate  tested 
(either  Type  B  or  C  test)  during 
shutdown  reactor  conditions  because 
testing  of  the  penetrations  requires 
access  to  the  drywell  or  requires 
isolation  of  safety  systems.  For  the 
affected  penetrations,  the  licensee  last 
conducted  leak  rate  tests  during  a 
refueling  outage  that  began  in 
SeptemW  1991.  These  previous  leak 
rate  tests  will  reach  the  2'year 
maximum  test  interval  imposed  by 
appendix )  starting  on  September  14, 
1993. 

The  licensee’s  next  refueling  outage  is 
scheduled  to  begin  no  later  than 
September  18, 1993.  The  licensee 
proposed  the  exemption  to  extend  the 
leak  test  interval  for  the  affected 
penetrations  by  60  days.  This  will  allow 
the  licensee  to  avoid  shutting  down  4 
days  early  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
conducting  appendix  J  tests  and  will 
allow  the  licensee  to  have  flexibility  to 
schedule  the  leak  rate  tests  within  &e 
upcoming  outage. 

Environmental  Impact  of  the  Proposed 
Action 

The  proposed  exemption  would 
postpone  ^e  affected  Type  B  and  C  tests 
by  approximately  60  days.  The  recent 
performance  history  for  Unit  3  Local 
Leak  Rate  Test  (LLRTs)  demonstrates 
adequate  margin  to  acceptable  leak  rate 
limits.  The  fall  1991  Unit  3  as-found 
total  Type  B  and  C  minimum  pathway 
leak  rate  was  35,197  cc/min.  The  as-left 
leakage  for  that  same  refueling  outage 
was  24,453  cc/min.  The  1991  as-foimd 
data  followed  an  operating  cycle  that 
had  commenced  in  November  1989.  The 
amoimt  of  leakage  necessary  for 
demonstrating  primary  containment 
integrity  (L.,  minimum  pathway 
leakage)  is  125,417  cc/min  for  Unit  3. 
The  ad^tional  4  days  of  operation 
between  expiration  of  the  current  leak 
tests  and  commencement  of  the 
refueling  outage  is  not  expected  to 
significantly  decrease  the  margin 
between  expected  as-foimd  le^  rate  and 

u. 


Thus,  radiological  releases  will  not 
differ  from  those  determined  previously 
and  the  proposed  exemption  does  not 
otherwise  affect  facility  radiological 
effluent  or  occupational  exposures.  In 
addition,  the  proposed  exemption  will 
not  increase  the  probability  or 
consequences  of  any  reactor  accidents. 
With  regard  to  potential  non- 
radiological  impacts,  the  proposed 
exemption  does  not  affect  plant  non- 
radiological  effluents  and  has  no  other 
environmental  impact.  Therefore,  the 
Commission  concludes  there  are  no 
measurable  radiological  or  non- 
radiological  environmental  impacts 
associated  with  the  proposed 
exemption. 

Alternative  to  the  Proposed  Action 

As  an  alternative  to  the  proposed 
action,  the  staff  considered  denial  of  the 
proposed  action.  Denial  of  the 
application  would  result  in  no  change 
in  current  environmental  impacts.  *^6 
environmental  impact  of  the  proposed 
action  and  the  alternative  action  are 
similar. 

Alternative  Use  of  Resources 

This  proposed  action  does  not  involve 
the  use  of  resources  not  considered 
previously  in  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  related  to  the  operation  of 
Peach  Bottom  Atomic  Power  Station, 
Units  2  and  3  dated  April  1973. 

Agencies  and  Persons  Consulted 

The  staff  consulted  with  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania  regarding  the 
environmental  impact  of  the  proposed 
action. 

Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  Commission  had  determined  not 
to  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  for  the  proposed  exemption. 
Based  upon  the  foregoing  environmental 
assessment,  the  Commission  concludes 
that  the  proposed  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
proposed  action,  see  the  Ucensee’s  letter 
dated  June  11, 1993,  and  supplemented 
by  letter  dated  July  26, 1993.  This  letter 
is  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
the  Gelman  Building,  Lower  Level,  2120 
L  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20555 
and  at  the  local  public  document  room 
located  at  the  State  Library  of 
Pennsylvania  (REGIONAL 
DEPOSITORY)  Government 
Publications  Section,  Education 
Building,  Walnut  Street  and 
Commonwealth  Avenue,  Box  1601, 
Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania  17105. 


Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  19th  day 
of  August,  1993. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Michael  L.  Boyle, 

Acting  Director,  Project  Directorate  1-2, 
Division  of  Reactor  Projects — I/II,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20951  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  7890-<»-M 


OFRCE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

Request  for  Expedited  Review  of  a 
Revised  Infonnatlon  Collection  0PM 
Form  2809-EZ1 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMIWARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (title 
44,  U.S.C.,  chapter  35),  this  notice 
annotmces  a  request  for  expedited 
review  of  a  revised  information 
collection.  OPM  Form  2809-EZl, 
Enrollment  Change  and  Brochure 
Request,  is  used  only  at  Open  Season  to 
request  an  enrollment  change,  insurance 
plan  brochures  and  other  informational 
materials.  If  OPM  Form  2809-EZl  is 
used  to  request  plan  brochines,  an  OPM 
Form  2809-EZ2  is  furnished  to  the 
enrollee  for  use  if  a  plan  change  is 
desired. 

Approximately  127,913  OPM  Forms 
2809-EZl  are  completed  annually.  Each 
form  takes  approximately  30  minutes  to 
complete.  The  annual  burden  is  63,957 
hours. 

A  copy  of  this  proposal  is  appended 
to  this  notice. 

DATES:  Comments  on  this  proposal 
should  be  received  on  or  l^fore 
September  3, 1993.  OMB  has  been 
requested  to  take  action  on  or  before 
September  9, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  or  deliver  comments 
to — 

Lorraine  E.  Dettman,  Chief,  Operations 
Support  Division,  Retirement  and 
Insurance  Group,  U.S.  Office  of 
Personnel  Management,  1900  E  Street, 
NW.,  room  3349,  Washington,  DC 
20415,  and 

Joseph  lackey,  OPM  Desk  Officer, 

Office  of  Information  and  Regulatory 
Affairs,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  New  Executive  Office 
Building,  NW.,  room  3002, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

FOR  INFORMATION  REGARDING 
ADMINISTRATIVE  COORDINATION  CONTACT: 
Mary  Beth  Smith-Toomey,  Chief, 
Administrative  Management  Branch, 
(202) 606-0623. 
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U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Petrki*  W.  Lettimore, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

The  content  of  draft  0PM  Form  2809- 
EZl  is  set  out  below: 

Draft  0PM  Form  2809-EZl 

Revised  October  1993 
Federal  Employees  Health  Benefits 
Program 

United  States  Office  of  Personnel 

Management  _ 

For  use  by  CSRS/FERS  Annuitants  to 
Change  Enrollment  or  to  request 
additional  information 
Form  approved:  OMB  No.  3206-0201 
Previous  editions  are  not  usable. 

See  instructions  on  the  other  side 
before  marking  this  form. 

Section  1 — ^Address  Correction 

[  ]  Address  Change.  If  your  permanent 
mailing  address  as  shown  to  the 
right  is  incorrect,  darken  the 
Address  Change  circle  and  make 
the  necessary  corrections  in  the 
space  provided  below. 

Street  Add^s 
City,  State,  ZIP  Code 
Coxmtry  (If  not  United  States) 

0PM  Use  Only:!  1E[  ]L[  JNSI 
1 T  [  1  Claim  Number 

Section  2 — Open  Season  Action  Request 

You  may  either  change  your  FEHBP 
enrollment  or  request  information.  You 
may  do  both  on  l^s  form.  IF  YOU  ARE 
SATISFIED  WITH  YOUR  PRESENT 
FEHB  COVERAGE.  DO  NOT  RETURN 
THIS  FORM. 

(  ]  Enrollment  Change 
I  WANT  TO  CHANGE  MY  HEALTH 
BENEFITS  ENROLLMENT  AND  DO 
NOT  NEED  ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION.  Please  change  my 
coverage  in  my  current  plan  or  change 
my  enrollment  to  the  plan  I  have 
selected  in  Section  3  l^low  for  the 
following  type  of  coverage: 

[  1  Self  Ctaly 
[  i  Self  and  Family 
Information  (You  may  make  more  than 
one  selection  in  this  Section) 

[  II  DO  NOT  WANT  HEALTH 
BENEFITS  COVERAGE.  Send  me  the 
cancellation  confirmation  form 
necessary  to  cancel  my  health  benefits 
coverage  effective  December  31, 1993. 
Note:  Your  enrollment  will  not  be 
cancelled  unless  you  sign  and  return 
the  cancellation  confirmation  form. 

I  1  MY  ANNUITY  ISNT  BIG  ENOUGH 
FOR  THE  COVERAGE  I  WANT.  Send 
me  information  on  how  I  may  mail 
premiiuns  directly  to  OPM. 

[  ]  I  NEED  MORE  PLAN 
INFORMATION  BEFORE  I  DECIDE. 
Send  me  the  health  plan  brochure(s) 


for  the  plan(s)  I  have  selected  in 
Section  3  below. 

Section  3 — Plan  Choices 

(Plan  Bwchuns  Bequests,  choose 
which  ones  you  want;  Enrollment 
Change,  choose  ONE)  Darken  the  circle 
BETWEEN  the  enrollment  code  and  the 
plan  you  choose. 

GOVERNMENT  WIDE  PLAN 
Fee-for-Service— PLANS  OPEN  TO  ALL 
Fee-for-Servico — RESTRICTED  PLANS 
Prepaid  Plans: 

Prepaid  Plans: 

Section  4 — Signature  (You  Must  Sign 
and  Date  This  Form) 

Signature  (Must  be  signed  by  the 
addressee,  an  OPM-approved 
representative,  or  person  holding 
power  of  attorney) 

Date 

Telephone  Niunber  (include  Area  Code) 
(  )  - 

(FR  Doc.  93-20908  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
eaiaiQ  code  ssss-oi-m 


Request  for  Expedited  Review  of  a 
Revised  Infoimatlon  Collection  OPM 
Fonn2809-E22 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 

Management. 

action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (title 
44,  U.S.  Code,  chapter  35).  this  notice 
announces  a  request  for  expedited 
review  of  a  revised  information 
collection.  OPM  Form  2809-EZ2, 
Enrollment  Change  Form,  is  used  by 
annmtants  only  at  Open  ^ason  to  elect 
a  change  in  hedth  benefits  coverage. 

Approximately  38,315  OPM  Forms 
2809-^Z2  are  completed  annually.  Each 
form  takes  approximately  30  minutes  to 
complete.  The  annual  burden  is  19,158 
hours. 

A  copy  of  this  proposal  is  appended 
to  this  notice. 

DATES:  Comments  on  this  proposal 
should  be  received  on  or  before 
September  3, 1993.  OMB  has  been 
requested  to  take  action  on  or  before 
September  9. 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  or  deliver  comments 
to— 

Lorraine  E.  Dettman,  Chief,  Operations 
Support  Division,  Retirement  and 
Insurance  Group,  U.S.  Office  of 
Personnel  Management,  1900  E  Street, 
NW.,  room  3349,  Washington,  DC 
20415, and 

Joseph  Lackey,  OPM  Desk  Officer, 

Office  of  Information  and  Regulatory 
Affairs,  Office  of  Management  and 


Budget,  New  Executive  Office 
Building,  NW.,  Room  3002, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

FOR  INFORMATION  REGARDING 
ADMMISTRATIVE  COORDINATION  CONTACT: 
Mary  Beth  Smith-Toomey,  Chief, 
Administrative  Management  Branch. 
(202) 606-0623. 

U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Patricia  W.  Lattimore, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

The  content  of  draft  OPM  Form  2809- 
EZ2  is  set  out  below: 

Draft  OPM  Form  2B09-EZ2 

Revised  October  1993 
Previous  editions  are  not  usable. 

Federal  Employees  Health  Benefits 
Program 

Civil  Service  Retirement  System/Federal 
Employees  Retirement  System 

Enrollment  Change  Form 

For  use  during  the  November-December 
1993  FEHB  Ctoen  Season 
Form  Approved:  OMB  3206-0200 
USE  THIS  FORM  ONLY  to  change  your 
health  enrollment  during  the  1993 
Open  Season.  This  form  lists  all 
health  plans  in  your  geographic  area. 
Carefully  read  the  instructions  on  the 
reverse  before  making  your  form. 

This  form  is  personalized  for  you: 

— Don’t  use  someone  else’s  form 
— ^Don’t  use  a  photocopy  of  this  form 
Use  only  a  number  2  lead  pencil  to 
completely  darken  appropriate 
circles. 

—EXAMPLE!  1 
USE  ONLY  TO  CHANGE 
ENROLLMENT  (Fill  in  Sections  A,  B 
and  C  below.) 

Section  A — Plan  Choices  (Select  Only 
One-Darken  the  Circle  BETWEEN  the 
Two^^aracter  Enrollment  Code  and 
the  Name  of  the  One  Plan  You  Want) 

GOVERNMENT  WIDE  PLAN 
Fee-for-Service — ^PLANS  OPEN  TO  ALL 
Fee-for-Service — ^RESTRICTED  PLANS 
(You  must  be  a  member  of  a  specific 
group  to  enroll  in  a  plan  below.) 
Prepaia  Plans: 

Prepaid  Plans: 

Prepaid  Plans: 

Section  B 

Now  Choose  a  Self  Only  or  Self  and 
Family  enrollment 

Darken  One  Circle  Only 

[  1  Self  Only 
or 

!  ]  Self  and  Family 

Do  not  write  in  the  three  spaces  directly 
below. 

!  1  Claim  Number 

OPMUSEONLY!  1  AC !  IL!  ]  NS 
!  IE 
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Section  C 

You  must  SIGN,  date  and  give  your 
telephone  number  below. 

Your  signature  (must  be  signed  by  the 
addressee,  and  OPM-approved 
representative,  or  person  holding 
power  of  attorney) 

Today’s  date 

Your  daytime  telephone  number  Area 
Code (  )  - 

IFR  Doc.  93-20907  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  S33S-41-M 


Excepted  Sendee 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  gives  notice  of  positions 
placed  or  revoked  under  Schedules  A 
and  B,  and  placed  under  Schedule  C  in 
the  excepted  service,  as  required  by 
Civil  Service  Rule  VI,  Exceptions  ^m 
the  Competitive  Service. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sherry  Turpenoff,  (202)  60&-0950. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION:  The  Office 
of  Personnel  Management  published  its 
last  monthly  notice  updating  appointing 
authorities  established  or  revok^  under 
the  Excepted  Service  provisions  of  5 
CFR  part  213  on  August  2, 1993  (58  FR 
41114).  Individual  authorities 
established  or  revoked  under  Schedules 
A  and  B  and  established  under 
Schedule  C  between  July  1  and  July  31, 
1993,  appear  in  the  listing  below.  Future 
notices  will  be  published  on  the  fourth 
Tuesday  of  each  month,  or  as  soon  as 

f)ossible  thereafter.  A  consolidated 
isting  of  all  authorities  as  of  Jime  30, 
1993,  will  also  be  published. 

Schedule  A 

The  following  exception  was 
established: 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  (OFHEO) 

All  positions  on  the  staff.  No  new 
appointments  may  be  made  under  this 
authority  after  July  6, 1995.  Effective 
July  6, 1993. 

Schedule  B 

No  Schedule  B  authorities  were 
established  or  revoked  during  July  1993. 

Schedule  C 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Administrator,  Foreign  Agricultural 
Service.  Effective  July  1, 1993. 
Director,  Office  of  Consumer  Advisor  to 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Food  and 
Consumer  Services.  Effective  July  1, 
1993. 


Executive  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Food  and  Consumer 
Services.  Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Administrator.  Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Administrator,  Foreign  Agricultural 
Service.  Effective  July  13, 1993. 

Staff  Assistant  to  the  Administrator  of 
the  Fanners  Home  Administration. 
Effective  July  19, 1993. 

Staff  Assistant  to  the  Manager  of  the 
Federal  Crop  hisurance  Corporation. 
Effective  July  19, 1993. 

Confidential  /distant  to  the 
Administrator,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service.  Effective 
July  27, 1993. 

Department  of  Commerce 

Deputy  Director  of  Public  Affairs  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs. 
Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Economic  Development. 
Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Economic  Development. 
Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Intergovernmental  Affairs,  Office  of 
Legislative  and  Intergovernmental 
Afftdrs.  Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Director,  Office  of  Public  Affairs. 
Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Associate 
Deputy  Secretary.  Effective  July  1, 
1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  Legislative  and  Interagency 
Affairs.  Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary,  Economic  Afftdrs. 
Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  Legislative  and  Interagency 
Affairs.  Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Program 
Operation.  Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Director, 
Public  Affairs  Staff.  Effective  July  1, 
1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Export  Administration. 
Effective  July  1, 1993. 

Public  AfMrs  Specialist  to  the  Director 
of  Public  Affairs.  Effective  July  1, 
1993. 

Director  of  Intergovernmental  Affairs  to 
the  Assistant.  Legislative  and 
Intergovernmental  Affairs.  Effective 
July  2, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  L^slative  and 
Intergovernmental  Affairs.  Effective 
July  2. 1993. 


Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Communications  and 
Information,  National 
Telecommunications  and  Information 
Administration.  Effective  July  2. 1993. 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  External  Affairs.  Effective 
July  2, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Domestic 
Operations.  Effective  July  2, 1993. 
Director  of  Congressional  Affairs  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Technology. 
Effective  July  2. 1993. 

Confidentied  Assistant  to  the  Director  of 
Sicheduling.  Effective  July  2, 1993. 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Legislative  and 
Intergovernmental  Affairs.  Effective 
July  2, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Director. 
Office  of  Public  Afbirs.  Effective  July 
2, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Legislative  and 
Intergovernmental  Affairs.  Effective 
July  2. 1993. 

Pr^  Secretary  to  the  Director.  Office  of 
Public  Affairs.  Effective  July  6, 1993. 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  and  Director,  Office  of 
Policy  and  Strategic  Planning. 
Effective  July  7, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  White  House 
Liaison.  Effective  July  14, 1993. 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Director. 
Office  of  Business  Liaison.  Effective 
July  14. 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Trade  Development, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
Effective  July  14, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Director.  Office 
of  Public  Affairs.  Effective  July  14, 
1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
Effective  July  14, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Trade  Development, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
Effective  July  14, 1993. 

Director  of  Congressional  Affairs  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  and 
Commissioner,  Patent  and  Trademark 
Office.  Effective  July  14, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Executive  Secretary.  Effective  July  14, 
1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  and  Commissioner,  Patent 
and  Trademark  Office.  Effective  July 
14, 1993. 

Congressional  Liaison  Specialist  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  International 
Trade,  International  Trade 
Administration.  Effective  July  14, 
1993. 
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Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  and  Director  General  of  the 
U.S.  and  Foreign  Commerce  Service. 
Efiective  July  16, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  White  House 
Liaison.  Effective  J\ily  16, 1993. 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  Business  Liaison.  Effective 
July  19, 1993. 

Congressional  Affairs  Specialist  to  the 
Chief,  Congressional  Affairs  Division. 
Efiective  July  19, 1993. 

Director,  Office  of  External  Affairs  to  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary.  Efiective 
July  19, 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  for  Travel  and 
Tovirism.  Efiective  July  19, 1993. 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Legislative  and 
Intergovernmental  Affairs.  Efiective 
July  19, 1993. 

Deputy  Director  of  External  Affairs  and 
Director  of  Advance  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  External  Affairs.  Efiective 
July  19, 1993. 

Congressional  Liaison  SpedaUst  to  the 
Cffief,  Legislative  and 
Intergovernmental  Affairs  Division, 
Minority  Business  Development 
Agency.  Effective  July  21, 1993. 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Dir^or,  Office 
of  Public  Affairs.  Effective  July  27, 
1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Director,  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency.  Effective  July 

27. 1993. 

Department  of  Defense 

Speech  writer  to  the  Special  Assistant  to 
Secretary  of  Defense  for  Public 
Affairs.  Effective  July  14, 1993. 

Public  Affairs  Spedalist  to  the  Assistant 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  for  Public 
Affairs.  Efiective  July  14, 1993. 
Personal  and  Confidential  Assistant  to 
the  Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  for  Personnel.  Efiective 
July  19, 1993. 

Department  of  Education 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  Office  of  Educational 
Research  and  Improvement.  Effective 
July  7, 1993. 

Executive  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Secretary  of  Education.  Effective  July 

14. 1993. 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  Office  of  Intergovernmental 
and  Interagency  Affairs.  Effective  July 

19. 1993. 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Diredor, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs.  Effective  July 

21. 1993. 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
Efiective  July  21, 1993. 


Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Ihiblic  Affairs 
to  the  Diredor,  Office  of  Public 
Affairs.  Efiective  July  21, 1993. 

General  Services  Administration 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner, 
Information  Resources  Management 
Service.  Effective  July  7, 1993. 

Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Children  and  Families. 
Effective  July  8, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner, 
Administration  for  Children,  Youth 
and  Families.  Effective  July  8, 1993. 
Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Children  and  Families. 
Effective  July  8, 1993. 

ConfidentieJ  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation.  Effective  July  8, 1993. 
Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Executive 
Secretary.  Effective  July  12, 1993. 
Special  Araistant  to  the  Commissioner, 
Administration  for  Children,  Youth 
and  Families.  Effective  July  14, 1993. 
Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner, 
Administration  for  Children,  Youth 
and  Families.  Effective  July  14, 1993. 
Confidential  Staff  Assistant  to  the 
Administrator,  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration.  Effective  July  19, 

1993. 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaliiation/Health  Policy.  Effective 
July  19, 1993. 

Executive  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation.  Effective  July  19, 1993. 

Department  of  the  Interior 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  Territorial  and 
International  Affdrs.  Effective  July  2, 
1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Land  and  Minerals 
Management.  Efiective  July  13, 1993. 
Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Solicitor. 
Efiective  July  19, 1993. 

Department  of  fustice 

Spedal  Assistant.to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General.  Office  of  Legislative 
Affairs.  Efiective  July  13, 1993. 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General.  Efiective  July  16, 
1993. 

Staff  Assistant  to  the  Diredor,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs.  Effective  July  21, 1993. 
Litigation  Cotmsel  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General.  Effective  July  27, 
1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Deputy 
Attorney  General.  Effective  July  27, 
1993. 


Department  of  Labor 

Legislative  Officer  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Congressional  and 
Intergovernmental  Affairs.  Effective 
July  13, 1993. 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Policy.  Effective  July  13, 
1993. 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Con^ssional  and 
Intergovemmentm  Affairs.  Effedive 
July  13, 1993. 

Lc^lative  Officer  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Congressional  and 
Intergovemmentd  Affairs.  Effedive 
July  13, 1993. 

St^  Assistant  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Employment  Standards, 
Employment  Standards 
Adodnistration.  Effective  July  14, 

1993. 

Staff  Assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
Effective  July  27, 1993. 

Executive  Assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Staff. 
Effective  July  28. 1993. 

Department  of  State 

Staff  Assistant  to  the  Senior  Advisor 
and  Counsel  to  the  United  States 
Permanent  Representative  to  the 
United  Nations.  Effective  July  6, 1993. 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  Bureau  of  East  Asian  and 
Padfic  Affairs.  Effective  July  15, 1993. 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Political  Affairs.  Effective  July  27, 
1993. 

Staff  Assistant  to  the  Counselor  to  the 
Department  of  State.  Effective  July  27, 
1993. 

Department  of  Transportation 

Staff  Assistant  to  the  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  and  Diredor  of  Public 
A&irs.  Effective  July  6, 1993. 

Assodate  Diredor  for  Speechwriting 
and  Research  to  the  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  and  Diredor  of  Public 
Affairs.  Effective  July  6, 1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation.  Effective  July  14, 
1993. 

Deputy  Scheduler  to  the  Special 
Assistant  for  Scheduling  and 
Advance.  Efiective  July  14, 1993. 

White  Hoxise  Liaison  to  ffie  Chief  of 
Staff.  Effective  July  27, 1993. 

Department  of  the  Treasury 

Deputy  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
(Legislative  Affairs).  Efiective  July  21, 
1993. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Spedal  Assistant  to  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Communications, 
Education  and  Public  Affairs. 
Efiective  July  19, 1993. 
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Export-Import  Bank  of  the  United  States 

Assistant  to  the  President  and 
Chairman.  Effective  July  2, 1993. 

Administrative  Assistant  to  the 
President  and  Chairman.  Effective 
July  22. 1993. 

Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Review 

Commission 

Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Member 
and  Chairman.  Effective  July  13, 1993. 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Review 

Commission 

Special  Assistant  to  the  CJiairman  to  the 
Member  (Chairman).  Effective  July  1, 
1993. 

Office  of  Management  and  Budget 

Press  Assistant  to  the  Associate  Director 
for  External  Affairs.  Effective  July  27, 
1993. 

Office  ofPersormel  Management 

Speech  Writer  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
Communications.  Effective  July  7, 
1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  Congressional  Relations.  Effective 
July  7, 1993. 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

Supervisory  Public  Affairs  Specialist  to 
the  Chairman.  Effective  July  27, 1993. 

United  States  Information  Agency 

Special  Advisor  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  Public  Liaison.  Effective  July  16, 
1993. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  Academic  Affairs,  Bineau  of 
Educational  and  Cultural  Affairs. 
Effective  July  16, 1993. 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  3301  and  3302;  E.O. 

10577,  3  CFR 1954—1958  Comp.,  P.218 

Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Patricia  W.  Lattimore, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20906  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 

BHlUNQ  code  6328-01-41 


Federal  Salary  Council;  Meeting 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  According  to  the  provisions  of 
section  10  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  twenty-sixth 
meeting  of  the  Federal  Salary  Council 
will  be  held  at  the  time  and  place 
shown  below.  The  agenda  for  the 
meeting  will  be  the  ffiscussion  of  issues 
relating  to  the  new  locality-based 
comparability  payments  authorized  by 
the  Federal  ^ployees  Pay 


Comparability  Act  of  1990  (FEPCA).  The 
meting  will  be  open. 

DATES:  September  21, 1993,  beginning  at 
10  a.m. 

ADDRESSES:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management,  1900  E  Street,  NW.,  room 
7B09,  Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ruth  O’Donnell,  Chief,  Salary  Systems 
Division,  Office  of  Personnel 
Management,  1900  E  Street,  NW.,  room 
6H31,  Washington,  DC  20415-0001. 
Telephone  nmnber:  (202)  606-2838. 

For  the  President’s  Pay  Agent. 

Patricia  W.  Lattimore, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20905  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BUJJNQ  CODE  6328-01-41 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  34-32789;  File  No.  SR-NASD- 
93-47] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations;  Filing 
and  Immediate  Effectiveness  of 
Proposed  Rule  Change  by  National 
Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 
Relating  to  Small  Order  Executive 
System  Tier  Size  Classifications 

August  23, 1993. 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1) '  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
("Act”),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
August  18, 1993  the  National 
Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 
("NASD”  or  "Association”)  filed  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  ("Commission”  or  "SEC”) 
the  proposed  rule  change  as  described 
in  Items  I,  n,  and  III  below,  which  Items 
have  been  prepared  by  the  NASD.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  propo^  rule 
change  from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization's 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 
The  NASD  is  proposing  an 
interpretation  of  an  existing  rule, 
pertaining  to  the  Association’s  periodic 
reclassification  of  securities  in  the 
appropriate  Small  Order  Execution 
System  ("SOES”)  maximum  order  size 
tiers. 

n.  Self-Regulatory  Organization's 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  me  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
NASD  included  statements  concerning 
the  purpose  of  and  basis  for  the 


1 15  U.S.C  78s(b)(l)  (1988). 


proposed  rule  change  and  discussed  any 
comments  it  received  on  the  proposed 
rule  change.  The  text  of  these  statements 
may  be  examined  at  the  places  specified 
in  Item  IV  below.  The  NASD  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

A.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

The  purpose  of  the  rule  change  is  to 
notify  the  Commission  of  the 
reclassification  of  some  517  National 
Market  System  securities  within  the 
maximum  SOES  order  size  tier  levels. 
The  Association  reviews  the  tier  levels 
applicable  to  each  security  semi¬ 
annually  to  determine  if  the  trading 
characteristics  of  the  issue  have  changed 
so  as  to  warrant  a  SOES  tier  level  move.2 
Such  a  review  was  conducted  as  of  May 
28, 1993,  using  the  established  criteria: 

A  1,000-share  maximum  order  size  for 
Nasdaq/NMS  securities  with  an  average  daily 
Donblock  volume  of  3,000  shares  or  more  a 
day,  a  bid  price  less  than  or  equal  to  $100, 
and  three  or  more  market  makers; 

A  500-share  maximum  order  size  for 
Nasdaq/NMS  securities  with  an  average  daily 
nonblod:  volume  of  1,000  shares  or  more  a 
day,  a  bid  price  less  than  or  equal  to  $150, 
and  two  or  more  market  makers; 

A  200-share  maximum  order  size  for 
Nasdaq/NMS  securities  with  an  average  daily 
nonblock  volume  of  less  than  1,000  shares  a 
day,  a  bid  price  less  than  or  equal  to  $250, 
and  less  than  two  market  makers.3 

The  517  Nasdaq/NMS  securities  will 
be  reclassified  on  September  1, 1993, 
and  are  set  out  in  the  NASD’s  Notice  To 
Members  93-57  (August,  1993). 

The  NASD  believes  that  the  proposed 
rule  change  is  consistent  with  section 
15Affi)(6)  of  ffie  Act.  Section  15A(b)(6) 
requires,  among  other  things,  that  the 


.  >  In  1988,  the  NASD  indicated  that  it  wotild 
review  \^ch  securities  should  be  included  within 
each  SOES  category  at  the  and  of  each  three-month 
trading  period,  and  would  reclassify  any  security 
whose  trading  patterns  were  characteristic  of  a 
category  other  than  the  one  in  which  the  security 
has  becm  placed.  See  Securities  Exchange  Act 
Release  No.  25791  (June  9, 1988),  53  FR  22549  (June 
16, 1988).  In  1992,  the  NASD  confirmed  to  the 
Division  that  to  avoid  investor  confusion  and 
maintain  consistency  in  the  market,  it  has  decided 
to  reclassify  securities  on  a  semi-annual  basis.  See 
letter  to  Selwyn  J.  Notelovitz,  Branch  Chief,  SEC, 
from  Beth  E.  Weimer,  Associate  General  Counsel, 
NASD,  dated  October  23, 1992.  The  current 
reclassification,  which  will  take  effect  on 
September  1, 1993,  reflects  the  results  of  a  review 
conducted  nine  months  after  the  NASD's  previous 
review.  See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Releue  No. 
31555  (December  2, 1992),  57  FR  58286  (December 
9, 1992). 

s  NASD  Manual,  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
for  the  Small  Order  Executive  System,  CCH,  $  2451, 
footnote  1. 
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rulemaking  uiitiativss  of  the  NASO  be 
designed  lo  foster  oooperatioa  and 
coordinatioii  with  persons  engages  in 
regulating,  doaring,  settling,  processing 
informatkxi  with  respect  to,  and 
facilitating  timisactioQS  in  securitifis,  to 
remove  impediments  to,  and  perfect  tbe 
mechanism  of  a  ftee  and  open  marioat 
The  NASD  believes  that  the 
reassignment  of  seciuities  within  SOES 
tier  levels  will  furdter  these  ends  by 
providing  an  efficient  mechanism  to 
focilitate  small  order  executions  in  the 
Nasdaq  market. 

B.  Self-Regulatory  OrgaaizaUon's 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition  ■ 

The  NASD  believes  that  the  proposed 
rule  chsnge  will  not  result  in  any 
burden  on  competition  ffiat  is  not 
necessary  or  apinopiiata  in  furtherance 
of  the  purposes  of  ffie  Act. 

C.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  From 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others 

Comments  were  neither  solicited  nor 
received. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

Hie  forgoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  section 
19(b)(3)(A)(i)  of  the  Act  and 
subparagraph  (e)  of  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Rule  19fb-4  because  the  proposal  has 
been  filed  as  a  stated  policy,  practice  or 
interpretation  with  respect  to  the 
meaning,  administration,  or 
enforcement  of  an  existing  rule.  At  any 
time  within  60  days  of  the  filing  of  such 
proposed  rule  change,  the  Commission 
may  summarily  abrogate  sudi  rule 
change  if  it  appears  to  die  Commission 
that  sudi  action  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest,  for 
the  protection  of  investors,  at  otherwise 
in  furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Act 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comnents 

Interested  pwsoos  are  ironed  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregomg. 
Persons  making  written  submi^ons 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary.  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  450  Fifth  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submiasioQ.  all  subsequent 
amendments,  all  wsttten  statencmnts 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  rule 
chairge  mat  are  filed  with  the 
Commisstoa,  and  all  written 
commimications  relating  to  the 
proposed  rule  change  between  the 
Commission  and  any  person,  other  dian 


those  that  may  be  withheld  from  the 
public  in  accordance  wtth  the 
provifioos  of  5  U,S.C  552,  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  hi 
the  Commission’s  Public  RaferaDoe 
Room.  Copias  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  prindpal  of^nf  the  NASD.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  by  S^tember  20, 1993. 

For  the  Coomiission.  by  the  Division  of 
Market  RegulMiaa.  parsuant  to  delegated 
authority,  17  CFR  200.30-3(a)(12). 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Depu  ty  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20961  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  34-32787;  File  No.  SR-PSE- 
93-20] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations;  Pacific 
Stock  Exctiange;  PHfng  and  Immediate 
Effectiveness  of  a  Proposed  Rule 
Change  Relating  to  Book-£ntry 
Settlement  of  S^urttlee  Transactions 

August  23, 1993. 

PxiTsuant  to  section  19[bKl3  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
("Act”),*  notico  is  hereby  given  that  on 
August  16, 1993,  the  Pacific  Stock 
Ex^ange  ("P^”  or  "Exchange’*)  filed 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  ("Commission*^  the 
proposed  rule  change  as  described  in 
Items  I.  n.  and  in  below,  which  Items 
have  been  prepared  primarily  by  the 
self-regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solidt  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  OrganizaticHi's 
Statement  of  the  Temis  af  SiAstanoe  of 
the  Propoaed  Rnk  rhamgr 

The  proposal  mnends  PSE  Rule  5.9(c) 
relating  to  book-entry  sattlemeat  of 
securidas  transactums  in  order  to 
correct  inadvertent  referaDces  to  the 
Exchange  as  the  "Corporation.” 

n.  Self-Segidelory  flkganizetian'a 
Statemeflt  af  the  Faxpim  of ,  and 
Statutory  Basis  fix,  teFraposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  6ie  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statemwits  conoecmqg  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  chaa^ 
and  discuseed  any  commeots  it  received 
on  the  proposed  ^e  change.  The  text 
of  these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  spedfied  In  Item  IV  below. 
The  self-regulatory  oiganization  has 


1 15  U.S.C.  7Bs(b)(l)  (1988). 


prepared  siunmartes,  set  forth  in 
Sections  A,  B,  and  C  below,  of  the  most 
significant  aspects  of  such  statements. 

A.  Self-Regulatory  Organization's 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

On  March  4, 1993,  the  Pacific 
Clearing  Coiporation  ("PCC”)  submitted 
a  proposed  mle  change  to  the 
Commission  relating  to  book-entry 
settlement  of  securities  transactions. 

That  proposed  rule  change  was 
submitted  as  Fite  No.  SR-PCC-93-01. 

On  March  17, 1993,  the  PCC  withdrew 
that  filing  and  the  ^change  submitted 
the  same  proposal  as  a  filing  of  the 
Exchange.*  In  resubmitting  the 
proposal,  the  Exchange  in^vertently 
retained  references  to  the  PCC  that 
should  have  been  references  to  the 
Exchange.  This  proposed  rule  change  is 
intended  to  cmrrect  those  references  in 
Rule  5.9(c). 

The  Eimhange  believes  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
section  6(b)  *  of  the  Act,  in  general,  and 
furthers  the  ol^ectives  of  section  6(bK5}, 
in  particular,  in  that  it  is  desired  to 
foster  cooperation  and  coordination 
with  persons  engaged  in  regulating, 
clearing,  settling,  processmg 
informatian  with  respect  to,  and 
facilitating  transactions  in  securities. 

B.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition 

The  Exchange  does  not  believe  that 
the  proposed  rule  change  imposes  any 
burden  on  competition  not  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  furtoerance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Act 

C.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  From 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
rule  change  were  nmther  solicited  near 
received. 

m.  Date  ofECfectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Chai^  and  Tanh^  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  section 
19(b)(3)(A)  *  of  ffie  Act  and  paragraph 
(e)  of  Ri^  19b-4  thareuader  because  it 
constitutes  and  intaipratation  with 
respect  to  the  administration  and 


*  Sea  Fils  Nb.  SR-4’SE-aS-04.  That  piqposed  nils 
change,  and  other  aubstantially  similar  proposed 
rule  changea  oomceraing  boBk-entiy  settlement,  was 
approved  by  fceOommissifwi  ia  Seovitias 
rirhnaii  Act  fialMae  No.  93455  finne  11, 19931 M 
FR  33679. 

315U.S.C.78Ebjll9e{|). 

« 15  n.s.c.  78*(b)t3){Ai  tivas). 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Notices 


45543 


enforcement  of  an  existing  rule.  At  any 
time  within  sixty  days  of  the  filing  of 
such  proposed  rule  change,  the 
Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the 
Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors, 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Act. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  450  Fifth  Street.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent 
amendments,  all  written  statements 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  rule 
change  that  are  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  all  written 
commimications  relating  to  the 
proposed  rule  change  between  the 
Commission  and  any  person,  other  than 
those  that  may  be  wit^eld  ^m  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552,  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Section,  450  Fifth  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  such 
filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  PSE.  All  submissions  should 
refer  to  File  Ntunber  SR-PSE-93-20  and 
should  be  submitted  by  September  20, 
1993. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority.^ 

Margaret  H,  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20911  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  MIO-OI-M 


Self-Regulatory  Organizations; 
Applications  for  Unlisted  Trading 
Privileges;  Notice  and  Opportunity  for 
Hearing;  Boston  Stock  Exchange, 
Incorporated 

August  24, 1993. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Sectirities  and  Exchange  Commission 
(“Commission”)  pursuant  to  Section 
12(f)(1)(B)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  12f-l  theretmder 
for  unlisted  trading  privileges  in  the 
following  securities: 

Beta  Well  Services,  Inc. 


s  17  CTR  200.30-3(a)(12)  (1990); 


Common  Stock,  No  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11136) 

Crestar  Financial  Corp. 

Common  Stock,  $5.00  Par  Value  (File  No. 
7-11137) 

Ek  Chor  China  Motorcycle  Co.,  Ltd. 

Common  Stock,  $.10  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11138) 

Southern  Pacific  Rail  (Dorp. 

Common  Stock,  $.001  Par  Value  (File  No. 
7-11139) 

These  securities  are  listed  and 
registered  on  one  or  more  other  national 
securities  exchange  and  are  reported  in 
the  consolidated  transaction  reporting 
system. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  on  or  before  September  15, 1993, 
written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  ffie  above-referenced 
application.  Persons  desiring  to  make 
written  comments  should  file  three 
copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  (Commission, 
450  5th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20549.  Following  this  opportunity  for 
hearing,  the  Commission  will  approve 
the  application  if  it  finds,  based  upon 
all  the  information  available  to  it,  that 
the  extensions  of  \mlisted  trading 
privileges  pursuant  to  such  applications 
are  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of 
fair  and  orderly  markets  and  the 
protection  of  investors. 

For  the  (Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20960  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  MIO-OI-M 


Self-Regulatory  Organizations; 
Appilcationa  for  Unlisted  Trading 
Privileges;  Notice  and  Opportunity  for 
Hearing;  Cincinnati  Stock  Exchange, 
Inc. 

August  24, 1993. 

The  above  named  national  seciuities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
(’’(Commission”)  pursuant  to  section 
12(fi(l)(B)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  12f-l  thereunder 
for  imlisted  trading  privileges  in  the 
following  securities: 

American  Municipal  Income  Portfolio,  Inc. 
Common  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11149) 

Burlington  Resources  Coal  Seam  Gas  Royalty 
Ti^t 

Trust  Units  (File  No.  7-11150) 

Capsure  Holdings  Corp. 

Ckmimon  Sto^,  $.05  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11151) 

Chemical  Banking  Corp. 


Depositary  Shares  (rep.  1/4  Sh.  of  7'A% 
Cum.  Pfd.  Stk.)  (File  No.  7-11152) 

Qticorp 

Depositary  Shares  (rep.  1/10  Sh.  of  8.00% 
Non-C\im.  Pfd.  Stk.,  Ser.  16  No  Par 
Value)  (File  No.  7-11153) 

Qeveland  Electric  Illuminating  (Co. 

Depositary  Shares  1993  Ser.  A  (rep.  1/20 
Sh.  of  Pfd.  Stk.  $42.40  Ser.  T,  No  Par 
Value)  (File  No.  7-11154) 

Department  56,  Inc. 

Q)mmon  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11155) 

Emerging  Markets  Income  Fund  II,  Inc. 
(Common  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11156) 

Factory  Stores  of  America 
(Common  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11157) 

Gulf  States  Utilities  Co. 

$1.75  Div.  Pref.  No  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11158) 

Holly  Residential  Properties,  Inc. 

Common  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11159) 

International  Business  Machines  (Corp. 
Depositary  Shares  (rep.  1/4  Sh.  of  ^r.  A 
7Vi%  Pfd.  Stk.)  (File  No.  7-11160) 

Kohls  Corp. 

(Common  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11161) 

Kuhlman  Corp. 

(Common  Stock,  $1.00  Par  Value  (File  No. 
7-11162) 

Lasmo  Pic 

American  Depositary  Shares  (rep.  3  Ord. 
Shrs.  25p  each)  (File  No.  7-11163) 
Libbey,  Inc. 

Common  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11164) 

Maderas  y  Sinteticos  Scoiedad  Anonima 
American  Depositary  Shares  (rep.  30  Shrs. 
of  (Common  Stock,  No  Par  Value)  (File 
No.  7-11165) 

Putnam  Managed  High  Yield  Trust 
(Common  Shares  of  Beneficial  Interest,  No 
Par  Value  (File  No.  7-11166) 

Qual-Med,  Inc. 

Common  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11167) 

Southern  California  Water  (Co. 

(Common  Stock,  $5.00  Par  Value  (File  No. 
7-11168) 

Thornburg  Mortgage  Asset  (Corp. 

(Common  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11169) 

Storage  Equities,  Inc. 

8.25%  Conv.  Pfd.  (File  No.  7-11170) 

U.S.  Home  (Corp. 

(Conv.  Red.  Pfd.  $.10  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11171) 

Van  Kampen  Merritt  California  Value 
Municipal  Income  Trust 
(Common  Shares  of  Beneficial  Interest,  $.01 
Par  Value  (File  No.  7-11172) 

Van  Kampen  Merritt  New  York  Value 
Municipal  Income  Trust 
(Common  Shares  of  Beneficial  Interest,  $.01 
Par  Value  (File  No.  7-11173) 

Van  Kampen  Merritt  Pennsylvania  Value 
Municipal  Income  Trust 
(Common  Shares  of  Beneficial  Interest,  $.01 
Par  Value  (File  No.  7-11174) 

Westcorp 

Common  Stock,  $1.00  Par  Value  (File  No. 
7-11175) 

Resorts  International 
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CommoD  Slod(,  S.01  Par  Value  (File  Na  7- 
11176) 

Hiese  seciuities  are  listed  and 
registered  on  one  or  more  other  natkmal 
securities  exchange  and  are  reported  in 
the  consolidated  transaction  reporting 
system. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  on  or  before  September  15. 1093, 
written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  above-refiarraoed 
applications.  Persons  desiring  to  make 
written  comments  should  file  three 
copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
450  Fifth  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20549.  Following  this  c^portunity  for 
hearing,  the  Commission  will  approve 
the  applications  if  it  finds,  based  upon 
all  the  infbnnation  avail^le  to  it.  mat 
the  extensions  of  unlisted  trading 
privileges  pursuant  to  such  applications 
are  conristmit  with  the  maintenance  of 
fair  and  orderly  markets  and  the 
protection  of  investors. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretcay. 

(FR  Doc  93-20959  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 

BOXMQ  C006  «t0-01-M 


Setf-Regulatory  Organizations; 
AppNcationa  for  Undsted  Trading 
Privileges;  Notice  and  Opportunity  for 
Hearing;  PMIadetphia  Stock  Exchange, 
Inc. 

August  24. 1993. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  ej^licatians  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  CtNnmission 
(“Commission”)  pursuant  to  section 
12(f)(1)(B)  of  the  Secnritiss  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  12f-l  thereunder 
for  unlisted  trading  privilagas  in  the 
following  sectnities: 

Duke  Realty  Investments.  Inc. 

Common  Stodc,  $.01  Pw  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11140) 

United  Dominion  Realty  Trust,  Inc. 

Common  Stock,  $1  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11141) 

Crown  American  Realty  Trust 
Share  Beneficial  Interest,  Cnnvnon  Stock, 
$.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7-11142} 
Southern  Pacific  Rail  Corpoiation 
Common  Stock.  $0iX)l  Par  Value  (File  No. 
7-11143) 

Town  aodCoBatzy  Triut 
Common  Stock.  S.01  Par  Value  Na  7- 
11144) 

H.F.  Ahmanson  k  Conpany 
Depositary  Shares  Cum.  Cv.,  $.01  Par  Value 
(File  No.  7-11145) 

ROC  Communities,  Inc. 


Common  Stock,  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11146) 

Wolverine  Tube,  Inc. 

Common  Stoc^  $.01  Par  Value  (File  No.  7- 
11147) 

Boig  Warner  Antomative,  Inc. 

Common  Stock,  $.01  Pm  Vahie  (File  No.  7- 
11148) 

These  securities  are  listed  and 
registered  on  one  or  more  other  naticmal 
securities  exchange  and  are  reported  in 
the  consohdated  transaction  reporting 
system. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  on  or  before  September  15. 1993, 
written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  above-refaronoed 
application.  Persons  desiring  to  make 
written  crnmnents  rimuld  file  three 
copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Seonities  and  Exchai^  Comraisskm, 
450  5th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20549.  Following  this  (^>poitunity 
hearing,  the  Commission  vrill  approve 
the  applicatkm  if  it  finds,  based  upon 
all  the  infinmatimi  availd)le  to  it,  that 
the  extensions  of  unlisted  trading 
privileges  pursuant  to  such  applications 
are  consistmt  with  the  maintenance  of 
fair  and  orderly  markets  and  the 
protection  of  investors. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Margarrt  H.  McFaitend, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20963  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  cooe  W10-01-M 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #2662; 
Amendment  #5] 

Illinois;  Dsctarslion  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

The  above-numbered  Declaratkm  is 
hereby  amended,  effactive  August  19, 
1993,  to  include  Sdiuylor  Cou^  in  the 
State  of  lUinois  as  a  disaster  area  as  a 
result  <A  damages  caused  by  savese 
storms  and  flooding  beginning  on  April 
13, 1993  and  continuing. 

All  counties  contiguous  to  the  above- 
named  primary  county  have  bemi 
previously  declared. 

The  economic  injury  number  for 
Illinois  is  793200. 

All  otfam*  infmnation  fsmaiits  the 
same,  i.e.,  the  termination  date  for  fifing 
applications  lor  physical  demege  is 
September  9, 1993  and  for  economic 
injury  the  deadline  is  April  11, 1994. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Doraeatk;  Assistanoe 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 


Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Bernard  Ktdflc, 

Assistant  Admimsbratorfor  Disaster 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20993  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BHUNG  CODE  S02S-01-M 


[Declaratloa  of  Oiaastor  Loan  Araa  «26S9; 
Amandmant  #5] 

Kansas;  Deotarstlon  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

The  abovenaumbered  Declaration  is 
hereby  amended  in  accordance  with 
Notices  from  the  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agmicy  dated  August  11 
and  16. 1993,  to  include  Osage,  Pawnee, 
Reno.  Rice,  and  Shawnee  Counties  in 
the  State  of  Kansas  as  a  disastw  area  as 
a  result  of  damages  caused  by  flooding 
and  severe  stonns  beginning  on  June  28, 
1993  and  continuing. 

All  cotmties  ccmtiguous  to  the  above- 
named  primary  counties  have  been 
previously  declared. 

All  othw  information  remains  the 
same,  i.e.,  the  termination  date  for  filing 
applications  for  physical  damage  is 
September  2Si,  1^3  and  for  economic 
injury  the  deadline  is  April  25, 1994. 

The  econainic  injury  number  for 
Kansas  is  793500. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59006) 

Dated:  August  20, 1993. 

Bernard  Kofik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FRDoc.  93-20994  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  COOE  802S-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #2664; 
Amendment  #2] 


Minnesota;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 


The  above-numbered  Declaration  is 
hereby  amended,  efiective  August  12. 
1993,  to  include  the  counties  ^  Aitidn, 
Grant,  hfahnomea.  Meeker,  Norman, 
Polk,  Rica.  Waseca,  Storie.  and  Winmia 
in  the  State  erf  Minnesota  as  a  disaster 


area  as  a  result  of  damages  caused 
severe  stonns,  flooding,  and  tornadoes 
beginning  on  May  6, 1993  and 
continuing. 

In  additma,  applicstkms  for  economic 
injury  loans  from  nnell  busiiiasses 
located  in  fire  contiguoos  counties  of 
Carlton,  Gass,  Oow,  Wing,  Itasca, 
Kanabec,  MushMl,  Mille  Lace,  Kfower, 
Pennington,  Pine,  Red  Lake,  St.  Louis, 
and  Steams  in  the  State  of  hfinnesota 
may  be  filed  until  the  specified  date  at 
the  previously  designated  location. 

Any  coxmties  ooatiguous  to  fire  above- 
named  primary  counties  and  not  listed 
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herein  have  been  previously  declared  or 
are  covered  under  a  separate  declaration 
for  the  same  occurrence. 

All  other  information  remains  the 
same,  i.e.,  the  terminatimi  date  for  filing 
applications  for  physical  damage  is 
September  10, 1993  and  for  economic 
injury  the  deadline  is  April  11, 1994. 

(Catalog  of  Fed«al  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  5900S) 

Dated:  August  18, 1993. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20995  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
Biumo  CODE  802S-01-M 


(Declaration  of  Disaster  Lorn  Area  #2683; 
Amendment  #4] 

Missouri;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

The  above-numbered  Declaration  is 
hereby  amended  in  accordance  with 
Notices  from  the  Fedoal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  dated  August  12 
and  17, 1993  to  include  Benton,  Henry, 
Maries,  Mississippi,  Monroe,  New 
Madrid,  Schuyler,  and  Sullivan 
Counties  in  the  State  of  Missouri  as  a 
disaster  area  as  a  result  of  damages 
caused  by  severe  storms  and  flooding 
beginning  on  June  10, 1993  and 
continuing. 

In  addition,  applications  for  economic 
injury  loans  from  small  businesses 
located  in  the  contiguous  cotmties  of 
Ballard.  Carlisle.  Fulton,  and  Hickman 
in  the  State  of  Kentucky  may  be  filed 
until  the  specified  date  at  the  previously 
designated  location. 

Any  counties  contiguous  to  the  above- 
named  primary  coimties  and  not  listed 
herein  l^ve  beim  previously  declared  or 
are  covered  undw  a  separate  declaration 
for  the  same  occurrence. 

All  other  information  remains  the 
same.  i.e..  the  termination  date  for  filing 
applications  for  physical  damage  is 
September  7, 1993  and  for  economic 
injury  the  deadline  is  April  11, 1994. 

The  economic  injury  numbers  are 
793300  for  Missorui  and  801200  for 
Kentucky. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  August  19, 1993. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20996  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUMQ  CODE  802S-«1-«i 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  *2667; 
Amendment  #4] 

Nebraska;  Dedwation  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

The  above-numbered  Declaration  is 
hereby  amended,  effective  August  16. 
1993,  to  include  (Duster  County, 
Nebraska  as  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damages  caused  by  severe  storms  and 
flooding  beginning  on  June  23, 1993  and 
continuing  throu^  August  5, 1993. 

In  addiuon,  applications  for  economic 
injury  loans  ^m  small  businesses 
located  in  the  contiguous  coimties  of 
Blaine,  Logan,  and  Loup  in  the  State  of 
Nebraska  may  be  filed  until  the 
specified  date  at  the  previously 
designated  location. 

Any  counties  contiguous  to  the  above- 
named  primary  counties  and  not  listed 
herein  have  beien  previously  declared. 

All  other  information  remains  the 
same,  i.e.,  the  termination  date  for  filing 
applications  for  physical  damage  is 
September  17, 1993  and  for  economic 
injury  the  deadline  is  April  19, 1994. 

The  economic  injury  numbw  for 
Nebraska  is  793400. 

((Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59(X)8] 

Dated:  August  20, 1993. 

Bernard  Kulid, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  93-N20997  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  802S-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  *2670; 
Amendment  *3] 

North  Dakota;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

The  above-numb«red  Declaration  is 
hereby  amended  effective  August  12, 
1993  to  include  Burke,  Pembina. 

Rolette,  and  Towner  (Dounties  in  the 
State  of  North  Dakota  as  a  disaster  area 
as  a  result  of  damages  caused  by  severe 
storms  and  flooding  beginning  an  June 
22, 1993  and  continuing. 

In  addition,  applications  for  economic 
injury  loans  ^m  small  businesses 
locat^  in  the  contiguous  counties  of 
Bottineau,  Divide,  Renville,  and 
Williams  in  the  State  of  North  Dakota 
may  be  filed  until  the  specified  date  at 
the  previously  designed  location. 

Any  counties  contiguous  to  the  above- 
named  primary  counties  and  not  listed 
herein  have  b^  previously  declared. 

All  other  information  remains  the 
same,  i.e.,  the  termination  date  filing 
applications  for  physical  damage  is 
September  27, 1993  and  fc^  economic 
injury  the  deadline  is  April  26. 1994. 

The  economic  injury  number  fw 
North  Dakota  is  795500. 


((Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59(X)8) 

Dated:  August  20, 1993. 

Bernard  Kulik. 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20998  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BOUNC  CODE  S02S-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #2675] 

Commonwealth  of  the  Northern 
Mariana  Islands;  Declaration  of 
Disaster  Loan  Area 

The  Island  of  Saipan  in  the 
(Dommonwealth  of  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands  is  hereby  declared  a  disaster 
area  as  a  result  of  damages  caused  by 
high  winds  and  flooding  resulting  from 
Tropical  Storm  Steve  which  occiured  on 
August  8, 1993.  Applications  for  loans 
for  physical  damage  as  a  result  of  this 
disaster  may  be  filed  until  the  close  of 
business  on  October  18, 1993  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  May  19, 1994  at  the  address 
listed  below:  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration.  Disaster  Area  4  Office, 
P.O.  Box  13795,  Sacramento,  CA  95853- 
4795  or  other  locally  announced 
locations. 

The  interest  rates  are: 


/’amnt 


For  Physical  Damage: 

Homeowners  writh  credit 

available  elsewhere  .  8.0(K) 

Homeowners  without 
credit  available  else¬ 
where  .  4.000 

Businesses  with  credit 
available  elsewhere  ......  8.000 

Businesses  and  ncm-profit 
organizations  without 
credit  available  else¬ 
where  .  4.0(K) 

Others  (including  non¬ 
profit  organizations) 
with  credit  availaNe 

elsewhere  . . 7.625 

For  Economic  Injury: 

Businesses  small  agri¬ 
cultural  cooperatives 
without  credit  available 
elsewhere  .  4.000 


The  number  assigned  to  this  disaster 
for  physical  damage  is  267506  and  for 
economic  injury  the  numbw  is  800500. 

((Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  August  19, 1993. 

Ersldne  B.  Bowles, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20999  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
WLUNQ  CODE  802B-01-M 
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[LkMnM«0M)»-0239] 

License  Surrender;  Brentwood  Capital 
Corp. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Brentwood 
Capital  Corporation  (“Brentwood”),  a 
California  corporation,  has  surrendered 
its  license  to  operate  as  a  small  business 
investment  company  under  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (“the  Act”).  Brentwood  was 
licensed  by  the  Small  Business 
Administration  on  March  19, 1979. 

Under  the  authority  vested  by  the  Act 
and  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
promulgated  thereimder,  the  surrender 
of  the  license  was  accepted  on  August 
12, 1993,  and  accordingly,  all  rights, 
privileges,  and  franchises  deriv^ 
therefrom  have  been  terminated. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Wayne  S.  Foien, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Investment. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21000  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  M2S-01-M 


Hartford  District  Advisory  Council; 
Public  Meeting 

The  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration  Hartford  District 
Advisory  Coimdl  will  hold  a  public 
meeting  at  8:30  a.m.  on  Tuesday, 
September  21, 1993,  at  2  Science  Park, 
3rd  Floor,  New  Haven,  Coimecticut,  to 
discuss  such  matters  as  may  be 
presented  by  members,  staff  of  the  U.S. 
Small  Business  Administration,  or 
others  present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Jo- Ann  Van  Vechten,  Acting  District 
Director,  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration,  330  Main  Street, 
Hartford,  Connecticut  06106,  (203)  240- 
4670. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Dorothy  A.  Overal, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Advisory  Councils. 

IFR  Doc.  93-21001  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  Soas-Ol-M 


Houaton  District  Advisory  Council; 
Public  Meeting 

The  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration  Houston  District 
Advisory  Coimdl  will  hold  a  public 
meeting  at  12:30  p.m.  on  Thursday, 
September  16, 1993,  at  the  Texas 
Commerce  Bank  Tower  located  at  600 
Travis,  61st  Floor,  Houston,  Texas,  to 
discuss  such  matters  as  may  be 


presented  by  members,  staff  of  the  U.S. 
Small  Business  Administration,  or 
others  present. 

For  nirther  information,  write  or  call 
Mr.  Milton  Wilson,  Jr.,  Distrid  Diredor, 
U.S.  Small  Business  Administration, 
9301  Southwest  Freeway,  suite  550, 
Houston,  Texas  77074-1591,  (713)  773- 
6500. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Dorothy  A.  Overal, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator.  Office  of 
Advisory  Councils. 

[FR  Doc.  93-21002  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BHAJNG  CODE  M2S-01-M 


El  Paso  District  Advisory  Council; 
Public  Masting 

The  U.S.  Smdl  Business 
Administration  El  Paso  Distrid 
Advisory  Ckiimdl  will  hold  a  public 
meeting  from  9  a.m.  to  12  noon  on 
Friday,  September  24, 1993,  at  the 
Fede^  Reserve  Bank,  Board  Room,  301 
Main  Drive,  El  Paso,  Texas,  to  discuss 
such  matters  as  may  be  presented  by 
members,  staff  of  the  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  or  others 
present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Mr.  Rudy  H.  Ortiz,  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration,  10737  Cutaway 
Boulevard,  West,  suite  320,  El  Paso, 
Texas  79935-4996,  (915)  540-5560. 

Dated:  August  23, 1993. 

Dorothy  A.  Overal, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Advisory  Councils. 

[FR  Doc.  93-21003  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BMJJNO  CODE  Was-Ol-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
[Public  Notice  No.  1852] 

Fine  Arts  Committee;  Meeting 

The  Fine  Arts  Committee  of  the 
Department  of  State  will  meet  on 
Tuesday,  September  21, 1993  at  11  a.m. 
in  the  John  Quincy  Adams  State 
Drawing  Room.  The  meeting  will  last 
until  approximately  12:30  p.m.  and  is 
open  to  the  public. 

The  agenda  for  the  committee  meeting 
will  include  a  summary  of  the  work  of 
the  Fine  Arts  Office  since  its  last 
meeting  in  April  1993  and  the 
announcement  of  gifts  and  loans  of 
furnishings  as  well  as  finandal 
contributions' from  January  1, 1993  to 
September  1, 1993. 

Public  access  to  the  Department  of 
State  is  strictly  controlled.  Members  of 
the  public  wishing  to  take  part  in  the 
meeting  should  telephone  the  Fine  Arts 


Office  by  Friday,  September  17, 1993, 
telephone  (202)  647-1990  to  make 
arrangements  to  enter  the  building.  The 
public  may  take  part  in  the  discussion 
as  long  as  time  permits  and  at  the 
discretion  of  the  chairman. 

Dated:  August  18, 1993. 

Clement  E.  Conger, 

Chairman,  Fine  Arts  Committee. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20928  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4710-3041 


[Public  Notice  No.  1854] 

Secretary  of  State’s  Advisory 
Committee  on  Private  International 
Law;  Study  Group  on  International 
Electronic  Commerce 

The  Study  Group  on  International 
Electronic  Commerce  provides  technical 
advice  and  recommendations  on 
developments  in  the  law  relating  to 
electronic  and  computer-assisted 
commerce,  whether  such  developments 
would  be  facilitated  internationally  by 
formulation  of  new  commercial  laws  or 
rules,  the  degree  of  U.S.  interest  in 
seeking  harmonization  or  unification  of 
law  in  this  field  at  the  international 
level,  and  the  form  and  content  of 
possible  laws  or  rules. 

The  Study  Group  will  meet  on  Friday, 
September  17, 1993  to  review  progress 
of  the  United  National  Commission  on 
International  Trade  Law  (UNCITRAL) 
on  possible  rules  relating  to  electronic 
data  interchange  (EDI)  and  international 
contract  practices.  The  Study  Group 
will  examine  the  first  preliminary  ^aft 
U.N.  rules  on  EDI  prepared  by  the 
UNCITRAL  Secretariat  (U.N.  Doc.  A/ 
CN.9AVG.IVA/VP.57,  July  1993).  The 
draft  includes  provisions  to  determine 
when  an  EDI  message  would  be  subject 
to  the  rules,  provides  definitions  of 
“EDI”  and  offier  terms,  and  deals  with 
variation  by  agreement,  requirements  of 
a  writing  or  an  original,  authentication, 
evidential  value,  obligations  of  parties, 
formation  of  contracts,  recording  and 
storage,  liability,  and  other  matters. 
Additional  issues  may  be  included  in 
future  drafts  of  the  rules. 

Following  the  Study  Group  meeting, 
UNCITRAL’s  Working  Group  on 
Electronic  Commerce  will  meet  in 
October  1993  to  review  the  preliminary 
draft  rules.  Recommendations  of  the 
Study  Group  will  be  considered  in  the 
preparation  of  U.S.  positions  for  the 
UNCHTRAL  Working  Group  meeting. 
Other  EDI  issues,  and  possible  rules  in 
relation  thereto,  may  be  considered  by 
the  UNCITRAL  Working  Group  at  later 
stages,  such  as  transfer  of  rights  and 
negotiability,  relation  of  the  rules  to 
standardized  messaging,  payments 
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agreements,  trading  partner  agreements, 
central  data  managers,  ri^ts  in  data  and 
other  matters.  This  work  is  at  a 
preliminary  stage  and  further 
opportimities  to  comment  will  be 
available. 

As  time  permits,  the  Study  Group  will 
also  examine  EDI  and  public 
procurement  laws  and  review 
developments  in  other  international 
organizations  on  EDI  legal  matters. 

l^ckground  documents  available  on 
this  project  include  two  prior 
UNCmiAL  Working  Ckoup  Reports 
(U.N.  Docs.  A/CN.9/360  and  373)  and  a 
Secretariat  Note  on  uniform  rules  on 
legal  aspects  of  electronic  data 
interchange  (U.N.  Doc.A/CN.9/WG.lV/ 
WP.55).  Copies  of  these  documents  and 
the  preliminary  draft  rules  refOTed  to 
above  can  be  obtained  from  the  United 
Nations  or  from  the  Office  of  the  Legal 
Adviser  (L/PIL),  2100  K  Street  NW., 
suite  501,  Washin^on,  DC  20037-7180; 
requests  may  also  be  made  by  fax  to 
(202)  653-9854.  For  further  information 
on  the  meeting  or  the  woric  program  of 
UNCITRAL,  contact  Harold  S.  Burman 
at  the  address  or  fax  number  above  or 
call  (202)  653-9852. 

The  Study  group  nreeting  will  be  held 
from  9:30  a.m.  until  4:30  at  the  Warwick 
Hotel,  1701  Locust  Street,  Philadelphia. 
Pennsylvania.  The  public  may 
participate  in  the  meeting  up  to  the 
capacity  of  the  conference  room,  and 
subject  to  the  instructions  of  the  Chair. 
As  space  is  limited,  persons  wishing  to 
attend  should  provide  their  name, 
affiliation,  address  and  telephone 
number  to  Professor  Amelia  Boss, 
Temple  University  School  of  Law,  by 
fax  at  (215)  204-8947  or  in  writing  to 
1719  North  Broad  StreeU  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania,  not  later  than  September 
14.  Persons  interested  but  unable  to 
attend  the  meeting  may  submit 
comments  or  proposals  in  writing  or  by 
telefax  to  Mr.  Burman  of  the  Legal 
Adviser’s  Office  (L/PIL)  or  to  Ms.  Boss 
at  the  above  add^s. 

Dated:  August  18. 1993. 

Harold  S.  Burman, 

Executive  Director,  Secretary  of  State's 
Advisory  Comraittee  on  Private  International 
Law. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20904  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  «710-(1»4I 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Railroad  Administration 
Petition  for  a  Waiver  of  Compliance 

In  accordance  with  49  CFR  211.9  and 
211.41,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Railroad  Administration  (FRA) 


has  received  a  request  for  a  waiver  of 
compliance  with  certain  requirements  of 
Federal  railroad  safety  regulations.  The 
individual  petitions  are  described 
below,  including  the  party  seeking 
relief,  the  regulatory  provisions 
involved,  the  nature  of  the  relief  being 
requested  and  the  petitioner’s 
ar^ments  in  favor  of  relief. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
participate  in  these  proceedings  by 
submitting  written  views,  data,  or 
comments.  FRA  does  not  anticipate 
scheduling  a  public  hearing  in 
connectimi  with  these  proceedings  since 
the  facts  do  not  appear  to  warrant  a 
hearing.  If  any  interested  party  desires 
an  opportunity  for  oral  comment,  they 
should  notify  FRA,  in  writing,  before 
the  end  of  the  comment  period  and 
specify  the  basis  for  their  request 

All  commimications  concerning  these 
proceedings  should  identify  the 
appropriate  docket  number  (e.g..  Waiver 
Petition  Docket  No.  RSOP-93-2)  and 
must  be  submitted  in  tripUcate  to  the 
Docket  Clerk,  Office  of  Chief  Counsel. 
Federal  Railroad  Administration,  Nassif 
Building,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20590. 

Communications  received  before 
October  14, 1993,  will  be  considered  by 
FRA  before  final  action  is  taken. 
Comments  received  after  that  date  will 
be  considered  as  ftur  as  practicable.  All 
written  communications  concerning 
these  proceedings  are  available  for 
examination  dtiring  regular  business 
hours  (9  a.m.-5  p.m.)  in  room  8201, 
Nassif  Building.  400  Seventh  Street. 

SW..  Washington,  EKD  20590. 

The  waiver  petition  is  as  follows: 

Kansas  City  Southern  Railway 
Company  (KCS) — Docket  No.  RSOP-93- 
2 

KCS  seeks  an  exemption  from  the 
torpedo  requirements  of  49  CFR 
218.37(a)(l]  (iii)  and  (iv).  KCS  states  that 
it  seeks  to  promote  the  safety  of  its 
employees  and  of  the  general  public  by 
eliminating  the  carrying  and  use  of 
torpedoes,  an  explosive  device.  KCS 
furffier  states  that  imder  the  wrong 
circumstances,  torpedoes  could  cause  a 
fire  or  a  personal  injury  to  an  employee, 
and  they  present  a  particular  hazard  to 
the  general  public  if  they  are  used  near 
roadways  or  in  populate  areas. 

All  of  KCS’s  lines  are  under  either 
Centralized  Traffic  Control  (CTC). 
Automatic  Block  Signals  (A^),  or 
Direct  Train  Control  (DTC).  Under  CTC 
and  ABS  rules,  relief  of  rear  end  flag 
protection  is  provided  by  at  least  two 
block  signals  to  the  rear  of  the  train.  In 
DTC  territory  and  on  other  low  density 
branch  lines,  either  an  absolute  blodr  is 
maintained  to  the  rear  of  every  train  or 


it  is  protected  by  timetable  special 
instructions  and  verbal  authority  of  the 
train  dispatcher.  Consequently,  in  each 
of  these  territories,  there  is  no  longer 
any  need  for  flagmen  to  provide  rear 
end  flag  protecticm  in  accordance  with 
49  CFR  218.37. 

The  petitioner  indicates  that  granting 
the  exemption  is  in  the  public  interest 
and  will  not  adversely  affect  safety. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on  August  23, 
1993. 

Phil  Oiekszyk. 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  Safety. 
[FR  Doc.  93-20913  Filed  8-27-93;  8.45  amj 
BILUNG  CODE  4910-OS-P 


Application  for  Approval  of 
Discontinuance  or  Modification  of  a 
Raiiroad  Signal  System  or  Relief  From 
the  Requirements  of  49  CFR  Part  236 

Pursuant  to  49  CFR  part  235  and  49 
U.S.C.  App.  26.  the  following  railroads 
have  petitioned  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  (FRA)  seeking  approval 
for  the  discontinuance  or  modification 
of  the  signal  system  or  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  49  CFR  part  236  as 
detailed  below. 

Block  Signal  Application  (BS-AP)^fo. 
3248 

Applicant:  The  River  Terminal 
Railway  Company,  Mr.  Arnold  J. 

Zierow,  Superintendent  M/W  and 
Engineering,  3100  East  45th  Street. 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44127-1094 

The  River  Terminal  Railway  Company 
seeks  approval  of  the  proposed 
temporary  discontinuance  of  the 
interlocking  signal  system  at  River 
Bridge  Interloc^ng  Plant,  near 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  for  a  six  month  period, 
in  conjimction  with  major  track  changes 
and  construction  in  the  entire 
interlocking  plant.  During  the 
construction  the  carrier  proposes  to 
have  a  switch  tender  handle  all 
alignment  of  switches  for  train 
movements  through  the  interlocking 
plant.  The  changes  include  the  removal 
of  two,  relocation  of  one,  and 
installation  of  four  power-operated 
switches;  the  removal  of  two  double 
track  and  two  single  track  crossing 
diamonds;  and  the  installation  of  five 
new  sii^le  track  crossings  diamonds. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  that  the  ability  to  shut  down 
the  electric  interlocking  plant  and 
operate  by  hand  thrown  switches  will 
reduce  the  time  to  make  the  overall 
changes. 

BS-AP-No.  3249 

Applicant:  Consolidated  Rail 
Corporation.  Mr.  J.  F.  Noffsinger,  Chief 
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Engineer — C&S.  2001  Market  Street, 

P.O.  Box  41410,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19101-1410 

The  Consolidated  Rail  Corporation 
seeks  approval  of  the  proposed 
modification  of  “UN”  Interlocking, 
milepost  248.4,  involving  Track  No.  3 
and  die  Industrial  Siding,  near 
Gallitzen,  Pennsylvania,  on  the 
Pittsburgh  Line,  Harrisburg  Division; 
consisting  of  the  discontinuance  and 
removal  of  three  controlled  signals  (26L, 
26R,  and  28R),  and  the  conversion  of  the 
power-operated  switch  and  derail  to 
hand  operation. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  to  retire  facilities  no  longer 
required  for  present  operations. 

BS-AP-No.  3250 

Applicants: 

Consolidated  Rail  Corporation,  Mr.  J. 
F.  Noffsinger,  Chief  Engineer — C&S, 
2001  Market  Street,  P.O.  Box  41410, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101- 
1410 

CSX  Transportation,  Inc.,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Scheerer,  Chief  Engineer — ^Train 
Control,  500  Water  Street, 
Jacksonville,  Florida  32202 

Delaware  and  Hudson  Railway 
Company.  Inc.,  Mr.  T.  F.  Waver, 
General  Manager — Operations  and 
Maintenance,  200  Clifton  Corporate 
Parkway,  P.O.  Box  8002,  Clifton 
Park,  New  York  12065. 

Consolidated  Rail  Corporation,  CSX 
Transportation,  Inc.,  and  Delaware  and 
Hudson  Railway  Company.  Inc.  jointly 
seek  approval  of  the  proposed 
discontinuance  and  removal  of  the  cab 
signal  system,  on  the  two  main  tracks, 
between  “Landover”  Interlocking, 
milepost  128.8  and  “CP  Virginia” 
Interlocking,  milepost  136.7,  near 
Washington  DC,  on  the  Landover  Line, 
Harrisburg  Division. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  the  retiring  of  Amtrak’s 
Capitol  Sub  Station  which  provides 
power  to  feed  the  cab  signal  system  on 
the  Landover  Line. 

BS-AP-No.  3251 

Applicant:  Atchison,  Topeka  and 
Santa  Fe  Railway  Company,  Mr.  W.  S. 
Seery,  Director  Signal  Systems,  System 
Communications  and  Signal  Building, 
4515  Kansas  Avenue,  Kansas  City, 
Kansas  66106 

The  Atchison.  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company  seeks  approval  of  the 
proposed  discontinuance  and  removal 
of  four  controlled  signals  (2R,  2L,  4R, 
and  4L),  at  milepost  25.4,  near  Olathe, 
Kansas,  on  the  two  main  tracks.  Eastern 
Re^on,  Emporia  Subdivision. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  that  the  signals  are  no  longer 


required  due  to  changes  in  operating 
procedures. 

BS-AP-No.  3252 

Applicant  Delaware  and  Hudson 
Railway  Company,  Inc.,  Mr.  T.  F. 

Waver,  General  Manager — Operations 
and  Maintenance,  200  Clifton  Corporate 
Parkway,  P.O.  Box  8002,  Clifton  Park, 
New  York  12065 

The  Delaware  and  Hudson  Railway 
Company,  Inc.  seeks  approval  of  the 
proposed  discontinuance  and  removal 
of  signal  system,  on  the  single  main 
track,  between  Albany.  New  York, 
milepost  A  0.24  and  Mechanicville, 

New  York,  milepost  A  19.05,  on  the 
Third  Subdivision;  consisting  of  the 
discontinuance  and  removal  of  10 
automatic  signals  (16.2, 15.1, 14.2, 13.1, 
12.2, 11.1, 10.2, 9.1,  8.2,  and  2.3),  the 
discontinuance  and  removal  of  two 
interlockings  (CPO  17  and  CPO 1).  and 
the  installation  of  an  approach  signal  at 
milepost  17.28. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  the  traffic  density,  the  desire 
to  expend  resources  in  other  areas,  and 
the  facilities  are  no  longer  required  for 
present  day  operations. 

BS-AP-No.  3253 

Applicant:  Wisconsin  Central 
Transportation  Corporation,  Mr.  Glenn 
J.  Kerbs,  Vice  President  Engineering, 

P.O.  Box  5062,  Rosemont,  Illinois 
60017-5062 

The  Wisconsin  Central  Limited  seeks 
approval  of  the  proposed  modifications 
of  the  traffic  control  system,  on  the 
single  main  track,  near  Waupaca, 
Wisconsin,  milepost  CM221.1,  on  the 
Neenah  Subdivision,  consisting  of  the 
relocation  of  signal  2211  and  the 
discontinuance  and  removal  of  signals 
2211A  and  2212. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  to  provide  better  aspects  for 
eastboimd  moves  eliminating  the 
approach  into  approach  aspect. 

BS-AP-No.  3254 

Applicant  Norfolk  Southern 
Corporation,  Mr.  J.  W.  Smith,  Chief 
Engineer — C&S,  Communication  and 
Signal  Department,  99  Spring  Street, 
SW.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30303 

Norfolk  Southern  Railway  Company 
and  the  CNO&TP  Railway  Company 
jointly  seek  approval  of  the  proposed 
modification  and  relocation  of  ffie 
interlocking,  near  Ludlow,  Kentucky, 
milepost  3.0,  Kentucky  Division, 
Western  Region;  consisting  of  the 
relocation  of  existing  No.  38  power- 
operated  crossover,  the  conversion  of 
the  existing  power-operated  turnout  to 
hand  operation,  the  removal  of  the  split- 
point  derail,  the  installation  of  a  new 


power-operated  crossover,  and  the 
relocation  of  the  five  controlled  signals. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
change  is  to  improve  operations  emd 
increase  efficiency  of  the  CNO&TP 
Railway  Company. 

BS-AP-No.  3255 

Applicant:  National  Railroad 
Passenger  Corporation,  Mr.  P.  A. 

Caimito,  Vice  President-Engineering, 
30th  and  Market  Streets,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19104 
The  National  Railroad  Passenger 
Corporation  seek  approval  of  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  traffic 
control  signal  system  and  supplemental 
cab  signal  system,  on  the  main  tracks, 
between  “A”  Interlocking,  milepost 
WO. 2,  near  New  York,  New  York  and 
“Dock”  Interlocking,  milepost  8.5,  near 
Newark,  New  Jersey,  New  York 
Division,  Main  Line,  Northeast  Corridor; 
consisting  of  the  installation  of  four 
additional  interlockings,  the  installation 
of  an  expanded  cab  signal  system,  and 
elimination  of  all  intermediate  wayside 
signals. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  to  improve  the  flow  of  daily 
commuters  between  Northern  New 
Jersey  and  New  York  City,  with 
increased  capacity  and  ease  of  travel 
resulting. 

BS-AP-No.  3256 
Applicants: 

Consolidated  Rail  Corporation,  Mr.  J. 
F.  Noffsinger,  Chief  Engineer — C&S, 
2001  Market  Street,  P.O.  Box  41410, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19101- 
1410 

Indiana  Harbor  Belt  Railroad 
Company,  Mr.  C.  H.  Allen,  General 
Manager,  2721-161st  Street.  P.  O. 
Box  389,  Hammond,  Indiana  46325 
Consolidated  Rail  Corporation 
(Conrail)  and  the  Indiana  Harbor  Belt 
Railroad  Company  jointly  seek  approval 
of  the  proposed  discontinuance  and 
removal  of  automatic  block  signals  21- 
3  and  21-4,  on  Running  Tracis  No.  3 
and  No.  4,  between  “CP  Gibson”  and 
“Ivanhoe”  Interlockings,  near 
Hammond,  Indiana,  on  Conrail’s 
Kankakee  Line,  Dearborn  Division. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  the  remote  control  of 
“Ivanhoe”  Interlocking  and 
modification  of  signals  for  improved 
train  handling. 

BS-AP-No.  3257 

Applicant:  Metro  North  Commuter 
Railroad  Company,  Mr.  Richard  C. 
Kimer,  Vice  F^ident-Operations,  347 
Madison  Avenue,  New  York,  New  York 
10017 
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The  Metro  North  Commuter  Railroad 
Company  seeks  approval  of  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  traffic 
control  system  between  CP-152  and 
CP-155,  on  the  Harlem  Line,  in  New 
York,  New  York;  consisting  of  the 
relocation  of  CP-152  1,280  feet  north  to 
include  the  Wye  and  Brewster  Yard 
switches,  extend  the  cab  signals  from 
CP-153  to  CP-155,  and  eliminate  the 
existing  wayside  signals  between  CP- 
152  and  CP-155. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  to  enhance  safety  by 
extending  cab  signal  territory,  to  unify 
Metro  North’s  signal  system  and 
operations,  and  to  provide  signal 
indications  for  movements  to-tiie  main 
track. 

Any  interested  party  desiring  to 
protest  the  granting  of  an  application 
shall  set  foi^  specifically  Uie  grmmds 
upon  which  the  protest  is  made,  and 
contain  a  concise  statement  of  the 
interest  of  the  protestant  in  the 
proceeding.  The  original  and  two  copies 
of  the  protest  shall  ^  filed  with  the 
Associate  Administrator  for  Safety, 

FRA,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20590  within  45 
calendar  days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of 
this  notice.  Additionally,  one  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
applicant  at  the  address  listed  above. 

FRA  expects  to  be  able  to  determine 
these  matters  without  oral  hearing. 
However,  if  a  specific  request  for  an  oral 
hearing  is  accompanied  by  a  showing 
that  the  party  is  unable  to  adequately 
present  Us  or  her  position  by  written 
statements,  an  application  may  be  set 
for  public  hearing. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  August  24, 
1993. 

Phil  Olekszyk, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  Safety. 
[FR  Doc.  93-20912  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
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National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Adminlatratlon 

Motor  Vehicle  Titling,  Reglatratlon  and 
Salvage  Advisory  Committee;  Meeting 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA), 
Department  of  Transportation  (DOT). 
ACTION:  Meeting  announcement. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  annoimces  the 
second  meeting  of  the  Motor  Vehicle 
Titling,  Registration,  and  Salvage 
Advisory  Committee.  The  Committee 
was  established  as  required  by  section 
140  of  the  Anti  Car  Theft  Act  of  1992, 
Public  Law  102-519,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 


Act,  for  the  purpose  of  studying 
problems  related  to  mbtor  vehicle 
titling,  registration,  and  controls  over 
motor  vehicle  salvage  which  may  affect 
the  motor  vehicle  theft  problem.  The 
Committee  will  develop  and  submit  a 
report  to  the  President,  the  Congress, 
and  the  chief  executive  of  each  State 
concerning  the  results  of  this  study, 
which  will  include  recommendations  to 
solve  these  problems.  At  this  meeting 
the  Committee  will  discuss  definitions 
of  salvage  and  junk  and  procedures  for 
title  branding  of  salvage,  itmk,  and 
reconstructed  or  rebuilt  vehicles. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  The  meeting  is 
scheduled  to  begin  at  10  a.m.  on 
Monday.  September  13. 1993,  and 
conclude  at  4  p.m.  on  Tuesday, 
September  14, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  in 
room  2230  of  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation  Building,  which  is 
located  at  400  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  April 
1993,  the  Motor  Vehicle  Titling, 
Registration,  and  Salvage  Advisory 
Committee  was  established  as  required 
by  section  140  of  the  Anti  Car  Theft  Act 
of  1992,  Public  Law  102-519.  The 
ptirpose  of  the  Committee  is  to  study 
problems  which  relate  to  motor  vehicle 
titling,  registration,  and  vehicle  salvage 
controls,  including  the  lack  of 
tmiformity  in  State  laws,  which  may 
contribute  to  motor  vehicle  theft  and 
fraud  problems. 

The  Committee  will  prepare  a  report 
containing  the  results  of  the  study, 
including  appropriate  recommendations 
to  solve  the  problems  identified.  The 
report  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
President,  the  Congress,  and  to  the  chief 
executive  officer  of  each  State  not  later 
than  April  1994. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public; 
however,  participation  will  be 
determined  by  the  Committee 
Chairperson. 

A  pubUc  reference  file  (P.F.  93-001) 
has  l^n  established  to  contain  products 
of  the  Committee  and  will  be  open  to 
the  public  during  the  hours  of  9:30  a.m. 
to  4  p.m.  at  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration’s 
Technical  Reference  Division  in  room 
5108  at  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.. 
Washington,  DC  20590,  telephone  (202) 
366-2678. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  C.  Morse,  Odometer  Fraud 
Staff,  Office  of  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Enforcement,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
NEF-20,  room  5321, 400  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590,  Phone: 
202-366-4761. 


Issued  on:  August  24, 1993. 

William  A.  Boehly, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Enforcement. 
IFR  Doc.  93-20920  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  4»10-6M<I 


[Docket  No.  93-36;  Notice  2] 

B.A.T.  Inc.;  Grant  of  Petition  for 
Temporary  Exemption  From  Two 
Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards 

B.A.T.  (“Battery  Automated 
Transportation”)  Inc.  of  West  Valley 
Oty,  Utah,  petitioned  to  be  exempted 
from  two  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards  for  trucks  that  it  converts  to 
electric  power.  The  basis  of  the  petition 
was  that  an  exemption  will  facilitate  the 
development  and  field  evaluation  of 
low-emission  motor  vehicles. 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  petition  was 
published  on  May  26, 1993,  and  an 
opportimity  afforded  for  comment  (58 
FR  30214).  This  notice  grants  the 
petition. 

Petitioner  intends  to  convert  1993 
model  Ford  Ranger  pickup  trucks  to 
electric  power.  It  requested  an 
exemption  for  two  years.  The  basis  of 
the  petition  is  that  a  temporary 
exemption  would  facilitate  the 
development  and  field  evaluation  of  a 
low-emission  motor  vehicle,  as 
provided  by  49  CFR  555.6(c).  The 
petitioner  will  not  manufacture  more 
than  2,500  vehicles  during  any  12- 
month  period  that  the  exemption  is  in 
effect. 

Although  the  vehicles  to  be  converted 
are  certified  by  their  original 
manufacturer  to  confoAn  to  all 
applicable  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards,  petitioner  has  determined 
that  the  vehicles  may  not  conform  with 
two  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards  after  their  modification. 

1.  Standard  No.  204,  Steering  Control 
Rearward  Displacement 

Petitioner  notes  that  "[slteering 
columns  can  be  pushed  back  during  a 
front  end  crash.”  It  observes  that  “[tjhe 
steering  column  in  the  Ford  Ranger  ICE 
[internal  combustion  engine]  terminates 
in  back  of  the  engine  block  but  in  front 
of  the  EV  [electric  vehicle]  motor.”  It 
asks  whether  this  will  result  in  forcing 
“the  steering  column  back  into  the 
driver  since  the  engine  block  is  not 
there  to  stop  the  front  end  from 
collapsing.” 

The  petitioner’s  analysis  was  that  the 
performance  of  the  original 
“collapsible”  steering  column  ought  not 
to  be  affected  by  the  conversion.  The 
steering  system  is  attached  to  the  frame 
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at  a  point  in  front  of  the  motor  mounts 
where  the  frame  ought  to  deform  in  a 
frontal  impact.  The  deforxnetian  of  the 
frame  shouid  create  suffioent  stress  on 
the  steering  column  to  cause  it  to  buckle 
at  one  ot  both  of  its  imiversal  joints. 
Further,  the  steering  column  has  a  slip 
connection  between  die  two  universal 
joints  "which  should  com[»ess  the 
length  of  the  steering  cohi^  under 
most  impact  conditions.''  For  this 
reason,  the  petitioirar  argued  that  an 
exemption  would  not  unreasonably 
degrade  the  safety  of  the  v^iide. 
However,  the  petitioner  conceded  that 
"(jjust  how  the  deformity  will  occur  is 
hard  to  predict  without  actual  crash 
tests  or  at  least  computer  emulated 
crash  tests.” 

2.  Standard  No.  208  Occupant  Crash 
Protection 

The  petitioner  has  made  arrangements 
with  the  Lawrence  Livermore  National 
Laboratory  to  do  computer  simulated 
crash  testirg,  and  the  Idior^ory  is 
"currently  working  with  the  crash  test 
results  of  tests  on  the  Ford  Ranger  ICE.” 
Until  these  results  are  available, 
petitioner  asked  for  an  exemption  from 
S5.1,  which  requires  compliances 
during  a  frontal  impact  into  a  fixed 
barrier  at  30  m.p  Ji.  It  argued  that  an 
exemption  would  not  unreasonably 
degrade  the  saf^y  of  the  vehicle  b^use 
the  conversion  ought  to  be  safer  in  a 
frontal  impact  because  there  is  no 
internal  combustion  engine  to  break 
thitMigh  the  firewall,  while  the  EV  motor 
is  below  the  floor  and  in  the  event  of  a 
crash  should  be  pushed  back  under  the 
passenger  compartment. 

The  petitioner  also  argued  that  its  EV 
conversicm  is  probably  "safer”  than  its 
ICE  counterpart  because  it  has  a  lower 
center  of  gravity  and  is  therefore  less 
prone  to  roll.  Most  of  the  batteries  are 
pieced  bet'.  'een  the  frame  under  the  bed 
of  the  truck.  It  also  argued  that  the 
"energy  source”  is  safer  since  it  is  not 
dependent  upon  a  volatile  fuel,  nor 
equipped  with  a  catalytic  converter 
"that  can  start  a  fire.” 

Further,  the  petitioner  argued, 
granting  the  exemption  wo^d  be  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
National  Traffic  and  Motor  V^iicle 
Safety  Act  because  the  vehicles  "are  mm 
polluting  electric  vehicles”  which  will 
improve  air  cpiality  where  they  are 
operated”,  and,  for  the  reasons 
previously  expressed,  are  "probably 
safer”  than  their  ICE  coimterparts.  The 
company  "is  dedicated  to  rJaaning  up 
the  environment”  and  it  believes  that 
"producing  safe,  economical,  and 
practical  electric  vehides  is  the  most 
practical  way  of  doing  so.” 


No  comments  were  received  on  the 
petition. 

With  the  lemslative  impetus  in 
Califmnia  and  other  states  requiring 
zero-emission  vehicles  to  be  sold  in 
increasing  percentages  by  the  end  of  the 
decade,  it  is  manifertly  in  the  public 
interest  for  small  manufacturers  to 
engage  in  the  converting  of  internal 
combustimi  engines  to  electric  power, 
and  for  this  agency  to  take  appropriate 
steps  to  encomrage  these  endeavors, 
provided  that  they  are  consistent  with 
motor  vehicle  safety.  Exmnptions  for 
conversions  allow  field  evaluations 
their  purchasers  and  modifications  by 
the  converters  that  respond  to  the 
evaluations.  Therefore,  the 
Administrator  finds  in  this  instance  that 
the  exemptions  requested  will  facilitate 
the  development  and  field  evaluaticm  of 
low-emission  motor  vehicles,  and  that 
the  exemptions  requested  are  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
objectives  of  the  National  Traffic  and 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act. 

With  respect  to  Standard  No.  204,  the 
petitioner  has  argued  that  the  placement 
of  the  battery  ought  not  to  afiect  the 
compliance  of  the  vehicle  because  of  the 
design  of  the  steering  column  and  the 
way  it  ought  to  perform  in  a  crash.  After 
consideration  of  this  argument,  the 
Administrator  also  fin^  that  an 
exemption  from  that  standard  will  not 
xmreasonably  degrade  the  safety  of  the 
vehicle. 

With  respect  to  Standard  No.  208, 
NHTSA  notes  that  it  is  not  the  purpose 
of  the  standard  to  protect  against 
intrusion  of  the  poWer  source  into  the 
passenger  compartmmit  The  agency 
does  not  believe  that  powm  source . 
intrusion  is  a  common  crash  event. 
When  a  crash  is  severe  enough  to  cause 
intrusion,  it  is  probably  also  severe 
enough,  even  in  the  ah^nce  of 
intrusion,  to  kill  the  occupants. 
Nevertheless,  given  the  pcmdency  of 
crash  simulations  and  lilinited  period  of 
time  that  the  exemption  will  be  in 
effect,  and  the  small  number  of  vehicles 
that  it  will  cover.  NHTSA  has 
determined  that  an  exemption  will  not 
unreasonably  degrade  the  safety  of  the 
vehicle,  which  will  continue  to  be 
equip{}ed  with  the  occupant  restraint 
and  warning  systems  required  by 
Standard  No.  208  and  originally 
installed  by  Ford. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregmng, 
B.A.T.  Inc.  is  hereby  granted  NHTSA 
Temporary  Exemption  No.  93-3, 
expiring  August  1. 1995,  frrom  49  CFR 
571.204  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 
No.  204  Steering  Control  Rearward 
Displacement,  and  S5.1  of  49  CFR 
571.208  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 
No.  208  Occupant  Crash  Protectirm. 


(15  U.S.C  1410;  (MegatioD  of  autbority  at 
49  CFR  1.50.) 

Issued  on  August  24. 19^. 

Howard  M.  SmoUda, 

Executive  Director. 

iFR  Doc  93-20916  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  ami 
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DEPAf^ENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

United  States  Mint 

Establishment  of  a  Citizens 
Commemorative  Coin  Advisory 
Committee 

AGENCY:  United  States  Mint,  Department 
of  the  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  establishment  of  an 
advisory  committee  for  U.S.  Mint 
Commemorative  Coin  Programs. 

SUMMARY:  Title  n  of  Public  Law  102-390 
(10/6/92),  entitled  "United  States  Mint 
Reauthorization  and  Reform  Act  of 
1992”  (31  U.S.C.  5135),  provides  for  the 
establishment  of  the  Citizens 
Commemorative  Coin  Advisory 
Committee.  The  primary  purpose  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  is  to  annually 
report  to  Congress  the  designation  of  the 
events,  persons,  or  places  that  the 
Committee  recommends  to  be 
commemorated  by  the  issuance  of 
commemorative  coins  in  each  of  the  5 
calendar  years  succeeding  the  year  in 
which  such  designation  is  made.  The 
Committee  will  also  review  and 
recommend  proposed  designs  for 
commemorative  coins  for  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

There  are  7  voting  members 
appointed  by  the  Sectary  of  the 
Treasury  comprised  of  the  following: 

(1)  Three  individuals  specially 
qualified  to  serve  on  the  committee  by 
reason  of  their  education,  training,  or 
experience  in  art,  art  history,  museum 
or  numismatic  collection  curation,  or 
numismatics; 

(2)  One  officer  or  employee  from  the 
U.S.  Mint  who  will  represent  the 
interests  of  the  Mmt;  and 

(3)  Three  individuals  who  will 
represent  the  interests  of  the  general 
public. 

The  Committee  shall  be  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  The  U.S.  Mint  will  be 
responsible  for  providing  the  necessary 
support  services  for  the  Committee. 
Committee  members  are  not  paid  for 
their  time  or  services;  but,  consistent 
with  Federal  Travel  Regulations,  they 
will  be  reimbursed  for  their  travel  and 
lodging  expenses  to  attend 
approximately  two  meetings  each  year 
Please  be  advised  that  members  may  be 
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subject  to  the  Standards  of  Ethical 
Conduct  for  Employees  of  the  Executive 
Branch  (5  CFR  part  2653). 

Anyone  who  wishes  to  be  considered 
for  participation  on  the  Advisory 
Committee  should  notify  the  U.S.  Mint 
in  writing  within  the  next  45  days. 
Responses  and  inquiries  may  be 
directed  to  Mr.  David  J.  Ryder,  Director, 
United  States  Mint.  633  3rd  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20220  (202)  874-6000. 
Brenda  F.  Gatling. 

Chief,  Executive  Secretariat,  U.S.  Mint. 

[FR  Doc.  93-20900  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
Btumo  COO£  4S10-37-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

Information  Collection  Under  0MB 
Review 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  0MB  the  following 
proposals  for  the  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35).  This  document  lists  the 
following  information:  (1)  The  title  of 
the  information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  number(s).  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description  of  the  need 


and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond;  (4)  an  estimate  of  the 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  if  applicable;  (5) 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of  - 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  ^m  Patti 
Viers,  Office  of  Information  Resources 
Management  (723),  Department  of 
Veterans  Affair,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20420  (202)  233- 
3172. 

Comments  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  directed  to 
VA’s  0MB  Desk  Officer,  Joseph  Lackey, 
NEOB,  room  3002,  Washington,  DC 
20503,  (202)  395-7316.  Do  not  send 
requests  for  benefits  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  information 
collection  should  be  directed  to  the 
0MB  Desk  Officer  within  30  days  of  this 
notice.  ' 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary: 

B.  Michael  Berger, 

Director,  Records  Management  Service. 
Extension 

1.  Request  to  Correspondent  for 
Identifying  Information.  VA  Fonn  Letter 
70-2. 


2.  The  form  letter  is  used  to  obtain 
additional  information  from  a 
correspondent  when  the  incoming 
correspondence  does  not  provide 
sufficient  information  to  identify  a 
specific  veteran.  Failure  to  obtain  this 
information  will  prevent  VA  from  taking 
further  action  on  the  correspondence. 

3.  Individuals  or  households. 

4.  3,750  hours 

5.  5  minutes. 

6.  On  occasion. 

7  45,000  respondents. 

Extension 

1.  Supplement  to  SF  129,  Solicitation 
Mailing  List  Application,  VA  Form  08- 
6299. 

2.  The  form  is  mailed  with  SF  129, 
Solicitation  Mailing  List  Application,  to 
prospective  bidders  on  VA  construction 
projects.  The  information  is  used  by  VA 
to  compile  a  bidders’  list. 

3.  Businesses  or  other  for-profit — 
Small  businesses  or  organizations. 

4.  500  hours 

5. 10  minutes. 

6.  Annual. 

7.  3,000  respondents. 

IFR  Doc.  93-20897  Filed  8-27-93;  8  45  am] 
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This  secion  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
containa  notices  of  meefings  pubVahed  under 
the  “Government  in  the  Supine  Act”  (Pub. 
L.  94-409)  5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(3). 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COHimiSSION 
DATE:  Weeks  of  August  30.  September  6, 
13.  and  20. 1993. 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  Conference 
Room.  11555  Rockville  Pike.  Rockville. 
Maryland. 

STATUS:  and  Cloeed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIOEREO: 

Week  of  August  30 
\k)nday,  August  30 

10:00  8J3L 

Briefing  on  Results  of  Agreement  State 
Compatibility  Workshop  (Public 
Meeting] 

(Contact:  Shelly  Schwartz,  301-504-2325) 
11:30  a.m. 

Afiinnation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting)  (if  needed) 

2:00  p.m. 

Briefing  on  NRC  Research  Program  on 
Aging  (Public  Meeting) 

(Contact:  )ohn  Craig.  301-492-3850) 

Week  of  September  6 — ^Tentative 
Thursday,  September  9 
2:00  p.m. 

Periodic  Meeting  With  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards 
(ACRS)  (Public  Meeting] 


(Contact:  kdin  Laridns;  301-492-4516) 

3:30  p.m. 

Afi5rmation/Discusskm  and  Vote  (Ptd))ic 
Meeting)  (if  needed) 

Friday,  September  10 
9:00  a.m. 

Briefing  rm  Pn^ioaal  to  Realign  NRC 
Regions  IV  and  V  (PuUic  Meeting) 

(Contact:  James  Turdici,  301-504-1728) 
10:30  a.m. 

Briefing  by  Advanced  Reactor  Coqmration 
(Public  Meeting) 

2:00  p.m. 

Briefing  on  Management  Plan  for 
Regulating  Medical  Use  of  Byproduct 
Material  (]^bhc  Meeting) 

(Contact:  Cml  Papcrriello,  301-504-2659) 

Week  of  September  13 — Tentative 
Thursday,  September  16 
11:3b  a.m. 

Affinnation/Discussion  and  Vote  (PuUic 
Meeting)  (if  needed] 

Friday,  September  1 7 
1:30  p.m. 

Briefing  on  Status  of  Form  and  Content  for 
Design  Certification  Rule  (Public 
Meeting) 

(Contact;  Dennis  Crutchfield,  301-504- 
1199) 

Week  of  September  20 — ^Tentative 
Monday,  September  20 
10:00  a.m. 

Briefing  on  Results  of  2.206  Workshop 
(Public  Meeting) 


(Contact:  Chip  Cameron,  301-504-1642) 
1:30  p.m. 

Briefing  cm  Status  of  AP600  and  SBWR 
Tbarmal/Hydraulic  Testing  (Public 
Meeting) 

3:00  p.m. 

Briefing  on  NRC  Reactor  Inspeidion 
Program  Assessment  and  Plaimed 
Improvements  (Public  Meeting) 

Tuesday.  September  21 
10:30  a.m. 

Affirmation/Discussion  and  Vote  (Public 
Meeting]  (if  needed) 

Note:  Affirmation  sessicms  are  initially 
scheduled  and  announced  to  the  public  on  a 
time-reserved  basis.  Supplementary  notice  is 
{RtTvided  in  accordance  with  the  Sunshine 
Act  as  specific  items  are  identified  and  added 
to  the  meeting  agenda.  If  there  is  no  specific 
subject  listed  for  affirmation,  this  means  that 
no  item  has  as  yet  been  Identified  as 
requiring  any  Conunissicm  vote  on  this  date. 

To  Verify  the  Status  of  Meeting  Call 
(Recording)— (301)  504-1292. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  HtFORIiATiON: 
William  Hill,  (301)  504-1661. 

Dated:  August  25, 1993. 

William  M.  Hill,  Jr., 

SECY  Tracking  Officer,  Office  of  the 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-21098  Filed  8-26-93;  11:45  am) 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  editorial  corrections  of  previously 
published  Presidential,  Rule,  Proposed  Rule, 
and  Notice  documents.  These  corrections  are 
prepared  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register.  Agency  prepared  corrections  are 
issued  as  signed  documents  and  appear  in 
the  appropriate  document  categories 
elsewhere  in  the  issue. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

{Docket  No.  RP91-21 2-000] 

Stingray  Pipeline  Co.;  Notice  of 
Informal  Settlement  Conference 

Correction 

In  notice  document  93-20363 
appearing  on  page  44669  in  the  issue  of 
Tuesday,  August  24, 1993,  the  docket 
number  was  omitted  and  should  read  as 
set  forth  above. 

BiLUNC  CODE  150SC1-0 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

24  CFR  Part  203 

[Docket  No.  R-93-1584;  FR-3095-F-02] 

RIN  2501-AB25 

HUD  Systems  for  Approval  of  Single 
Family  Housing  in  the  Sutxfivisions 

Correction 

In  rule  document  93-17351  beginning 
on  page  41328  in  the  i^ue  of  Tuesday, 
August  3, 1993,  make  the  following 
correction: 

§  203.1 2  [Corrected] 

On  page  41338,  in  the  first  column,  in 
§  203.12(a)(2),  beginning  in  the  seventh 


line,  “[insert  effective  date  of  rule]” 
should  read  “September  2, 1993”. 

BI  LUNG  CODE  1SOS-01-D 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Parts  170  and  171 
RIN  3150-AE49 

FY 1991  and  1992  Final  Rule 
Implementing  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  Decision  and  Revision  of  Fee 
Schedules;  100%  Fee  Recovery,  FY 
1993 

Correction 

In  rule  document  93-16885  beginning 
on  page  38666  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday, 
July  20, 1993,  make  the  following 
corrections: 

1  On  page  38682,  in  Table  IV.,  under 
the  caption  Nuclear  Material  &  Low 
Level  (NMLL),  in  the  first  line,  “NMLL 
(NMSS)”  should  appear  as  a  separate 
caption,  on  a  separate  line. 

2.  On  the  same  page,  in  the  same 
table,  under  the  same  caption,  in  the 
sixth  line,  “NMLL  (RES)”  should  appear 
as  a  separate  caption,  on  a  separate  line. 

3.  On  the  same  page,  in  the  table, 
under  the  heading  Allocated  to  power 
reactors,  in  the  second  column,  insert 
“$”  before  the  entries  for  Total  Base  Fee 
Amoimt  Allocated  to  Power  Reactors 
(millions);  Less  Estimated  Part  170 
Power  Reactor  Fees  (millions);  and  Part 
171  Base  Fees  for  Operating  Power 
Reactors  (millions). 

4.  On  page  38685,  in  the  equation, 
insert  “per”  before  “operating”. 

5.  On  page  38686,  in  Table  VI,  under 
the  heading  Allocated  to  fuel  facility,  in 
the  entry  for  Less  Part  170  Fuel  Facility 
Fees  (millions),  in  the  fourth  column, 
insert  “3.5”. 

6.  On  the  same  page,  in  the  same 
table,  under  the  same  heading,  in  the 


entry  for  Part  171  Base  Fees  for  Fuel 
Facilities  (millions),  “13.7”  should  have 
appeared  in  the  fourth  column  and 
should  be  removed  from  the  fifth 
column. 

7.  On  the  same  page,  in  Table  VII, 
under  the  caption  NMLL  (MSIRIE):,  in 
the  second  line,  remove  “4”, 

8.  On  the  same  page,  in  the  same 
table,  in  footnote  >,  remove  “§  ”. 

§  170.31  [Corrected] 

9.  On  page  38693,  in  the  Schedule  of 
Materials  Fees,  in  entry  15.,  paragraph 
B.,  in  the  seventh  line,  insert  “review” 
before  “only”. 

§171.16  [Corrected] 

10.  On  page  38700,  in  §  171.16(e), 
paragraphs  (e),  (1)  and  (2)  should  appear 
as  regulatory  text,  not  as  footnotes  to  the 
table. 

BILUNG  CODE  1505-01-D 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[Release  No.  34-32363;  File  No.  SR-Amex- 
93-19] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations;  Filing 
and  Order  Granting  Accelerated 
Approval  of  Proposed  Rule  Change  by 
the  American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
Relating  to  an  Extension  of  Its  Pilot 
After-Hours  Trading  Facility 

Correction 

In  notice  document  93-13070 
beginning  on  page  31558  in  the  issue  of 
Thursday,  June  3, 1993,  make  the 
following  correction: 

On  page  31560,  in  the  second  column, 
in  the  second  full  paragraph,  in  the  last 
line,  “January  13. 1994.”  should  read 
“January  31, 1994.” 

BILUNG  CODE  150S-01-0 


Monday 

August  30,  1993 


Part  II 

Office  of  Personnel 
Management 

5  CFR  Part  591 

Cost-of-Living  Allowances  (Nonforeign 
Areas)  and  Report  on  1992/1993 
Determination  Surveys;  Proposed  Rule 
and  Notice 
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OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5CFRPart591 
RIN  320e-AF52 

Cost-of-Uving  Allowances  (Nonforeign 
Areas) 

AGENCY:  OfTice  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  0PM  proposes  to  increase 
cost-of-living  allowance  (COLA)  rates 
paid  to  General  Schedule,  Postal 
Service,  and  selected  other  Federal 
employees  in  the  Territory  of  Guam  and 
the  Commonwealth  of  the  Northern 
Mariana  Islands  and  in  St.  Thomas  and 
St.  John,  Virgin  Islands.  In  addition, 
OPM  proposes  to  increase  the  COLA 
rate  paid  to  eligible  Federal  employees 
in  the  City  and  County  of  Honolulu, 
Hawaii,  who  have  unlimited  access  to 
commissaries  and  exchanges  by  virtue 
of  their  Federal  civilian  employment. 
The  proposed  adjustments  are  based  on 
living-cost  surveys  conducted  during 
the  summer  of  1992  and  the  winter  of 
1993.  The  surveys  were  conducted  by 
Runzheimer  International  for  OPM 
under  contract. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  October  29, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  or  deliver  comments 
to  Phyllis  G.  Foley,  COLA  Program 
Manager,  Office  of  Compensation 
Policy,  Personnel  Systems  and 
Oversight  Group,  Office  of  Personnel 
Management,  room  7H38, 1900  E  Street, 
NW,,  Washington,  DC  20415. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donald  L.  Paquin,  (202)  606-3710. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
proposed  increases  in  COLA  rates  are 
summarized  in  the  table  below: 


Proposed  Increases  in  COLA 
Rates 


Allowance  area/cat¬ 
egory 

Current 

rate 

Pro¬ 

posed 

rate 

City  and  County  of 
Honolulu,  Hawaii 
Commissary/Ex¬ 
change  . 

15.0 

17.5 

Territory  of  Guam  and 
Commonwealth  of  the 
Northern  Mariana  Is¬ 
lands 

Local  Pricing . 

15.0 

22.5 

Commissary/Ex¬ 
change  . 

7.5 

17.5 

SL  Thomas  and  St. 

John,  The  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands 

All  Employees . 

15.0 

17.5 

OPM  proposes  to  adjust  only  those 
rates  that  would  increase.  Rates  that 
would  otherwise  decrease  will  remain 
unchanged,  as  required  by  a  general 
provision  in  the  Treasury,  Postal 
Service,  and  General  Government 
Appropriations  Act,  1992  (Pub.  L.  102- 
141).  Without  this  general  provision,  a 
total  of  nine  rates  in  six  allowance  areas 
would  decrease. 

OPM  also  proposes  to  eliminate  the 
distinction  between  the  “Local  Retail” 
and  “Commissary/Exchange”  COLA 
rates  payable  in  Juneau,  Alaska,  and 
Kauai,  Hawaii,  respectively.  The  Local 
Retail  and  Commissary/Exchange  rates 
within  these  two  areas  are  identical  and 
have  been  for  over  a  decade.  The 
commissary  and  exchange  services  in 
these  areas  are  very  limited  or 
nonexistent,  and  employees  make 
relatively  few,  if  any,  purchases  in  these 
facilities.  As  a  result,  OPM  no  longer 
surveys  commis.sary  and  exchange 
prices  in  these  two  areas. 

Since  there  is  no  basis  for  the 
distinction  between  the  Local  Retail  and 
Commissary /Exchange  rates  in  these 
areas,  OPM  proposes  to  replace  these 
rates  with  a  single  "All  Employees” 
rate,  as  is  done  in  other  areas  where 
commissary  and  exchange  services  are 
very  limited  or  unavailable.  No 
employee’s  pay  would  be  affected  by 
this  action.  The  new,  “All  Employees” 
rates  would  be  the  same  as  the  current 
Local  Retail  and  Commissary /Exchange 
rates  in  the  respective  areas. 

As  background  to  the  proposed  rate 
adjustments,  OPM  is  publishing,  in  a 
separate  Federal  Register  notice 
immediately  following  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking,  the  complete 
Report  to  OPM  on  Living  Costs  in 
Selected  Nonforeign  Areas  and  in  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  Area,  May  1993, 
produced  by  Runzheimer  International. 

E.0. 12291,  Federal  Regulation 

I  have  determined  that  this  is  not  a 
major  rule  as  dehned  under  section  1(b) 
of  E.0. 12291,  Federal  Regulation. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

I  certify  that  this  regulation  would  not 
have  a  signiHcant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  the  regulation  would  affect  only 
Federal  agencies  and  employees. 

List  of  Subjects  in  5  CFR  Part  591 

Government  employees.  Travel  and 
transportation  expenses.  Wages. 

Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Patricia  W.  Lattimore, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

Accordingly,  OPM  proposes  to  amend 
5  CFR  part  591  as  follows: 


PART  591— ALLOWANCES  AND 
DIFFERENTIALS 

Subpart  B — Cost-of-Llving  Allowance 
and  Post  Differential — Nonforeign 
Areas 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  subpart  B 
of  part  591  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  5941;  E.0. 10,000,  3 
CFR.  1943-1948  Comp.,  p.  792;  E.0. 12510. 

3  CFR,  1985  Comp.,  p.  338. 

2.  Appendix  A  of  subpart  B  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix  A  of  Subpart  B — Places  and 
Rates  at  Which  Allowances  Shall  Be  Paid 

This  appendix  lists  the  places  where  a 
cost-of-living  allowance  has  been  approved 
and  shows  the  allowance  rate  to  be  paid  to 
employees  along  with  any  special  eligibility 
requirements  for  the  allowance  payment.  The 
allowance  percentage  rate  shown  is  paid  as 
a  percentage  of  an  employee’s  rate  of  basic 
pay. 


Geographic  coverage/allowance 
category 

Authorized 
allowance 
rate  (per¬ 
cent) 

State  of  Alaska 

City  of  Anchorage  and  80  kilo¬ 
meter  (50  mile)  radius  by 
road: 

Local  Retail  . 

25  0 

Commissary/Exchange  . 

17.5 

City  of  Fairbanks  and  80  kilo¬ 
meter  (50  mile)  radius  by 
road: 

Local  Retail  . 

25.0 

Commissary/Exchange  . 

20.0 

City  of  Juneau  and  80  kilometer 
(50  mile)  radius  by  road: 

All  Employees  . 

25.0 

Rest  of  the  State:  All  Employees 

25.0 

State  of  Hawaii 

City  and  County  of  Honolulu: 

Local  Retail  . 

22.5 

Commissary/Exchange  . 

17.5 

County  of  Hawaii:  All  Employees 

15.0 

County  of  Kauai:  All  Employees 

17.5 

County  of  Maui  and  County  of 
Kalawao:  Alt  Employees . 

22.5 

Territory  of  Guam  and  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  the  Northern 
Mariana  Islands 

All  Locations: 

Local  Retail  . 

22.5 

Commissary/Exchange  . 

17.5 

Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
All  Locations: 

Local  Retail  . , . 

10.0 

Commissary/Exchange  . 

0.0 

The  Virgin  Islands 

St.  Croix:  All  Employees  . 

12.5 

St.  Thomas  and  St.  John:  All 
Employees  . 

17.5 

Definitions  of  Allowance  Categories 
The  following  definitions  of  the  allowance 
categories  identified  in  the  tables  in  this 
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appendix  shall  be  used  to  determine 
employee  eligibility  for  the  appropriate 
allowance  rate: 


Allowance  cat¬ 
egory 

•  Definition 

Local  Retail . 

This  category  includes 
those  employees  who 
purchase  goods  and  serv- 

ices  from  private  retail  es¬ 
tablishments. 

Commissary/ 

This  category  includes 

Exchange. 

those  employees  who 
shop  at  private  retail  es¬ 
tablishments,  but  who,  as 
a  result  of  their  Federal 
'  civilian  employment,  also 
have  unlimited  access  to 
corTxnissary  and  ex¬ 
change  facilities.  This  cat¬ 
egory  is  established  only 
in  those  allowarxe  areas 
that  have  these  facilities. 

Note:  Eligibility  for  access  to  military 
commissary  and  exchange  facilities  is 
determined  by  the  appropriate  military 
department.  If  an  employee  is  furnished  with 
these  privileges  for  reasons  associated  with 
his  or  her  Federal  civilian  employment,  he  or 
she  will  have  an  identification  card  that 
authorizes  access  to  such  facilities. 
Possession  of  such  an  identihcation  card — 
i.e.,  one  issued  by  reason  of  his  or  her 
Federal  civilian  employment — is  sufficient 
evidence  that  the  employee  uses  the 
facilities. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20653  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  6329-01-M 
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OFRCE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

Report  on  1992/1993  Surveys  Used  to 
Determine  Cost-oMJving  Allowances 
in  Nonforeign  Areas 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  publishes  the 
"Report  to  0PM  on  Living  Costs  in 
Selected  Nonforeign  Areas  and  in  the 
Washii^on,  DC,  Area,  May  1993,” 
prepared  by  Runzheimer  International 
under  Government  contract  OPM-90- 
0705.  This  report  provides  the  basis  for 
ffie  increases  in  certain  cost-of-living 
allowances  (COLA’s)  being  proposed  by 
OPM  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  immediately  preceding  this 
notice. 

DATES:  Consistent  with  the  deadline  on 
comments  in  response  to  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  immediately 
preceding  this  notice,  OPM  requests  that 
comments  on  the  report  be  submitted  on 
or  before  October  29, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  or  deliver  comments 
to  Phyllis  G.  Foley,  COLA  Program 
Manager,  Office  of  Compensation 
Policy,  Personnel  Systems  and 
Oversight  Group,  Office  of  Persoimel 
Management,  room  7H38, 1900  E  Street 
NVV.,  Washington,  DC  20415. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donald  L.  Paquin,  (202)  606-3710. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under  5 
CFR  591.206(c),  COLA  survey 
summaries  must  be  publi^ed  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Accordingly,  OPM  is 
publishing  the  complete  "Report  to 
OPM  on  living  Costs  in  Selected 
Nonforeign  Areas  and  in  the 
Washington,  DC,  Area,  May  1993,” 
produced  by  Runzheimer  International. 
The  Runzheimer  report  describes  the 
surveys  that  were  conducted  for  OPM  in 
the  summer  of  1992  in  Hawaii,  Guam, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands  and 
in  the  winter  of  1993  in  Alaska.  It  also 
explains  in  detail  methodologies, 
calculations,  and  findings. 

Based  on  these  1992/1993  living-cost 
siirveys,  Runzheimer  computed  index 
values  of  relative  living  costs  in 
allowance  areas  using  an  index  scale 
where  the  living  costs  in  the 
Washington,  DC,  area  are  set  at  100.  (See 
the  Executive  Siunmary  of  the  May  1993 
Runzheimer  report  accompanying  this 
notice.)  OPM  notes  that  the  1992/1993 
surveys  continue  to  show  that  current 
COLA  rates  are  above  the  levels 
otherwise  warranted  in  half  of  the 
allowance  areas.  However,  the  Treasury, 
Postal  Service,  and  General  Government 


Appropriations  Act,  1992  (Public  Law 
102-141),  bars  any  reduction  in  COLA 
rates  through  December  31, 1995.  Thus, 
the  only  rate  adjustments  to  be  made  are 
rate  increases,  as  described  in  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  immediately 
preceding  this  notice. 

Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Patricia  W.  Lattimore, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

Report  to  OPM  on  living  Costs  in 
Selected  Nonforeign  Areas  and  in  the 
Washington,  DC  Area 

May  1993. 
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Executive  Summary 

This  report  culminates  the  third 
living-cost  comparison  study 
undertaken  by  Runzheimer 
International  for  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (0PM)  imder  contract 
OPM-90-0705.  The  contract  requires 
Runzheimer  to: 

(1)  Survey  living  costs  in  12  cost-of- 
living  allowance  (COLA)  areas  and  the 
Washington,  DC,  area,  and 

(2)  Compare  living  costs  between  the 
areas  and  the  DC  area. 

To  determine  living  costs  in  the 
identified  areas  and  build  this  report, 
Runzheimer  researched  over  4,000 
outlets  and  gathered  more  than  16,000 
price  quotes. 

To  ease  interpretation  of  the  research 
results:  we  display  the  outcome  of  the 
comparisons  as  living-cost  indexes  in 
the  table  below.  In  addition,  the  table 
shows  living-cost  indexes  for  federal 
employees  who  have  unlimited  access 
to  commissary  and  exchange  facilities 
because  of  their  employment.  The  index 
for  the  Washington,  DC,  area  (not 
shown)  is  100.00  because  it  is,  by 
definition,  the  reference  area. 


Final  Cost  Comparison  Indexes 


Allowance  area 

Local 

pricing 

Com¬ 
missary  & 
exchange 

Anchorage,  Alaska  ... 

106.40 

102.92 

Feiirbanks,  Alaska  ... 

106.39 

10411 

Juneau,  Alaska . 

110.16 

NA 

Other  Areas  In  Aleis- 

ka’ . 

124.95 

NA 

City  &  Cnty  of  Hono- 

lulu,  Hawaii  . 

121.46 

117.19 

Hawaii  Cnty,  Hawaii  . 

111.55 

NA 

Kauai  Cnty,  Hawai ... 

116.75 

NA 

Maui  Cnty,  Hawaii  .... 

120.48 

NA 

Guam,  CNMI  2 . 

121.55 

117.20 

Puerto  Rico  . 

103.94 

102.16 

St.  Croix,  Virgin  Is- 

lands . 

112.90 

NA 

St.  Thomas  and  St. 

John,  Virgin  Is- 

lands . 

116.66 

NA 

1  As  represented  by  Nome,  AK. 

2  Commonwealth  of  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands. 

NA  =  Not  applicable. 

As  was  done  for  the  previous  report, 
Runzheimer  conducted  living-cost 
surveys  at  two  different  times  during  the 
costing  period — once  during  the 
summer  months  and  once  during  the 
winter  months.  In  the  summer  of  1992, 
Runzheimer  surveyed  the  tropical 


allowemce  areas  (that  is,  Hawaii,  Guam, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands).  In 
the  winter  of  1993,  Run^eimer 
surveyed  areas  in  Alaska — Anchorage, 
Fairbanks,  Juneau,  and  Nome. 

To  ensure  that  price  comparisons 
with  the  Washington,  DC,  area  were 
seasonally  correlated,  Runzheimer 
conducted  living-cost  surveys  in  the  DC 
area  during  both  seasons.  This  report 
describes  the  results  of  both  the  1992 
summer  surveys  and  the  1993  winter 
surveys. 

For  the  current  surveys,  0PM  asked 
Rimzheimer  to  change  aspects  of  its  data 
collection  procedures  relative  to  last 
year’s  surveys.  These  changes  included: 

•  Increasing  the  quantity  of  housing 
data  obtained; 

•  Ascertaining,  to  the  extent  practical, 
the  effect  of  Typhoon  Omar  and 
Hiunicane  Inild  on  the  living-cost  data 
gathered  in  Guam  and  Kauai,  HI, 
respectively:  and 

•  Making  minor  changes  in  pricing 
sources  for  certain  items  to  refine  the 
comparisons  of  DC  and  allowance  area 
prices. 

We  discuss  these  and  other 
adjustments  in  appropriate  sections 
throughout  this  report. 

1.  Introduction 

1.1  Report  Objectives 

This  comprehensive  report 
culminates  data-gathering  and  research 
work  undertaken  in  1992  and  1993  as 
required  by  Task  2  of  contract  OPM-90- 
0705  between  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (0PM)  and  Rimzheimer 
International.  The  report  details  the 
results  of  Runzheimer  International’s 
surveys  of  over  4,000  outlets  to  obtain 
more  than  16,000  price  quotes  and  the 
analyses  of  the  data. 

In  1990,  in  fulfillment  of  Task  1  of  the 
contract,  Runzheimer  worked  with  0PM 
to  design  a  model  for  estimating 
comparative  living  costs  between  the 
allowance  areas  and  the  Washington, 

DC,  area.  Task  2  of  the  contract  required 
that  Runzheimer  apply  the  model  by 
conducting  living-cost  surveys, 
analyzing  the  results,  and  developing 
living-cost  comparative  indexes.  On 
February  26, 1991,  0PM  published  that 
model  and  the  results  of  the  first 
surveys  conducted  imder  the  model  in 
the  F^eral  Register.  Last  year,  on 
December  10, 1992, 0PM  again 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  the 
model  and  the  results  of  the  exercise  of 
the  first  option  year  imder  the  contract. 

This  report  is  the  result  of  the  exercise 
of  the  second  option  year  under  the 
contract.  Some  readers  will  note 
similarities  between  this  and 
Runzheimer’s  previous  reports.  This  is 


intended.  Rather  than  assume  a  reader's 
familiarity  with  the  previous  reports, 
Runzheimer  chose  to  present  a 
complete,  free-standing  report.  Thus, 
this  document  repeats  the  description  of 
the  model  and  survey  process  found  in 
earlier  reports. 

The  analyses  establish  the 
comparative  cost  difierences  between 
the  listed  allowance  are&s  and  the 
Washington,  DC,  area: 

1.  Anchorage,  Alaska 

2.  Fairbanks,  Alaska 

3.  Juneau,  Alaska 

4.  Other  Areas  in  Alaska  (as 
represented  by  Nome,  Alaska) 

5.  City  and  County  of  Honolulu, 

Hawaii 

6.  Hawaii  County,  Hawaii 

7.  Kauai  County,  Hawaii 

8.  Maui  County,  Hawaii 

9.  Guam  and  the  Commonwealth  of  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands  (CNMI) 

10.  Puerto  Rico 

11.  St.  Croix,  Virgin  Islands 

12.  St.  Thomas  and  St.  John,  Virgin 
Islands 

By  law,  Washington,  DC,  is  the  base 
or  "reference”  area  for  the  nonforeign 
area  COLA  program. 

Under  0PM  regulations,  federal 
civilian  employees  who  have  unlimited 
access  to  commissaries  and  post 
exchanges  due  to  their  employment  by 
the  government  may  receive  a  different 
allowance  rate  than  other  federal 
employees.  This  regulation  does  not 
apply  to  federal  employees  who  have 
limited  access  or  have  unlimited  access 
for  other  reasons — e.g.,  being  married  to 
active  or  retired  military  personnel. 

Task  2  of  the  0PM  contract  also 
required  Runzheimer  International  to 
calculate  comparative  living  costs  in  the 
areas  listed  below  and  the  Washington, 
DC,  area  for  federal  civilian  employees 
who  have  access  to  military 
commissaries  and  post  exchanges. 

1.  Anchorage,  AK 

2.  Fairbanlu,  AK 

3.  City  and  County  of  Honolulu,  HI 

4.  Guam/CNMI 

5.  Puerto  Rico 

1.2  Changes  in  This  Year’s  Survey 

Runzheimer  and  OPM  added  and 
changed  some  items  for  pricing,  such  as 
updating  appliance  models  as  old 
models  have  been  discontinued  and 
replacing  one  make  for  another  where  a 
previous  brand  was  difficult  to  find. 
More  catalog  sales  were  included  in  the 
survey;  for  example,  OPM  requested 
that  furniture  be  priced  from  a  catalog 
rather  than  a  furniture  store.  For  Puerto 
Rico,  automobile  finemce  expense 
information,  previously  obtained  from 
banks,  was  gathered  from  dealerships. 
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This  8%iritch  facilitated  the  research 
process  but  did  not  affect  data  because 
dealerships  provided  the  rate  they 
receive  from  the  bank.  To  enhance  this 
year’s  anal)rsis,  Runzheimer  and 
also  increased  the  amount  of  housing 
and  rental  data  collected.  Appendix  3 
identifies  Goods  &  Services, 

Miscellaneous  Expense,  and  Housing 
Related  pricing  changes.  Current 
housing  data  can  be  found  in  Appendix 
9A  and  Appendix  9B.  Other  changes  are 
discussed  where  applicable  in  the 
report. 

1 .3  Pricing  Period 

Consistent  with  last  year’s  tropical- 
area  surveys,  Rimzheimer  collected  data 
for  the  Hawaii,  Guam/CNMI,  Puerto 
Rico,  and  Virgin  Islands  allowance  areas 
(and  the  Washington,  DC,  area)  in 
August,  Septemlwr.  and  October  of 

1992,  pricing  most  items  diuing  August. 
Also  during  August,  our  resear^ 
associates  priced  durable  goods,  such  as 
cars,  and,  in  October,  items  such  as 
homeowner  insurance,  which  depend 
on  the  pricing  of  other  items  (i.e., 
housing). 

Rimzheimer  collected  price  data  for 
the  Alaska  allowance  areas  (and,  again, 
the  Washington,  DC,  area)  in  February 

1993.  As  with  the  summer  surveys, 
however,  our  research  associates 
collected  price  data  for  items  dependent 
upon  the  pricing  of  other  items  ^ghtly 
later  (i.e.,  in  Mai^  and  April  1993). 

To  ensure  consistent  seasonal  catalog 
pricing.  Runzheimer  used  spring/ 
summer  catalogs  for  the  tropical 
allowance  areas  and  fell/winter  catalogs 
for  the  Alaska  areas. 

1 . 4  Living  Cost  Components 

In  accordance  with  federal 
regulations,  expense  components 
Runzheimer  costed  to  develop  analyses, 
comparisons,  and  the  report  were: 

1.  Housing  and  Housing  Related 

Expenses 

2.  Transportation 

3.  Consumption  Goods  &  Services 

4.  Miscellaneous  Expenses 
Runzheimer  factored  sales,  excise  and 

property  taxes  into  the  anal)rsis  where 
applicable.  However,  in  keeping  with 
previous  reports,  we  did  not  fector 
federal,  state  and  local  income  taxes 
into  the  analysis.  Because  income  taxes 
significantly  a^ct  living-cost  analyses, 
Runzheimer  suggests  that  OPM  consider 
researching  the  inclusion  of  income 
taxes  in  the  future. 

Educaticmal  opportimities  vary 
significantly  among  locations  in  terms 
of  availability,  quality,  and  other  factms. 
Runzheimer  analysts  and  OPM  officials 
agree  that,  without  additional 


information,  attempts  to  measure  cost 
difierences  in  education  in  the  selected 
areas  would  be  highly  subjective  and 
would  not  add  to  the  int^rity  of  the 
model.  Therefore,  education  expense  is 
not  included  in  the  model  or  surveys. 

2.  Overall  Model 

2.1  Measurement  of  Living-Cost 
Differences 

The  most  common  and  most  widely 
accepted  way  to  measure  living-cost 
differences  between  and  among 
locations  is  to  select  representative 
items  that  people  purchase  in  these 
locations  and  to  calculate  the  respective 
cost  difierences.  combining  them 
according  to  their  importance  to  one 
another  (as  measured  by  relative 
percentage  of  expense).  Runzheimer 
applied  this  methodology  to  compare 
the  living  cost  in  each  of  the  allowance 
areas  wiffi  the  living  costs  in  the 
Washington,  DC,  area. 

To  move  ^m  this  basic  concept  to 
computing  comparative  living  costs 
between  each  allowance  area  and  the 
Washington,  DC,  area.  Runzheimer 
followed  five  main  processes  or  steps: 

Step  1  Identify  the  segment  of  the 
population  for  which  this  analysis  is 
being  targeted  (i.e.,  the  target 
population). 

Step  2  Determine  how  these  people 
spend  thejir  money. 

Step  3  Select  items  to  represent  the 
expense  categories  for  which  these 
people  spend  their  money. 

Step  4  Conduct  pricing  surveys  of 
the  selected  items  in  each  area. 

Step  5  Analyze  cost  ratios  for  the 
selected  items  and  aggregate  them 
according  to  the  relative  importance  of 
each  item. 

2.1.1  Target  Population:  Federal 
Employees 

Runzheimer’s  living-cost  model 
measures  living-cost  differences  for  non¬ 
military  federal  employees  having 
annual  base  salaries  b^ween  $10,000 
and  $80,000,  the  salary  range  of  the 
1990  General  Schedule  of  ffie  Federal 
Government.  Because  living-cost 
difierences  may  vary  depending  on  an 
employee’s  income  level.  Runzheimer 
designed  its  analytical  model  to  identify 
living  costs  at  three  income  levels. 

In  its  first  report  to  OPM.  Runzheimer 
used  the  salary  distribution  of  all 
General  Schedule  employees  as  of 
March  31, 1990,  whit^  OPM  supplied, 
to  determine  the  income  levels  that 
most  accurately  represent  the  federal 
employee  population.  After  analyzing 
the  array  of  salary  data,  Runzheimer 
picked  ffie  midpoints  of  the  lower, 
middle  and  upper  thirds  of  the 


distribution  as  its  three  income  levels 
($18,000,  $28,400  and  $45,200 
re^ectively). 

Runzheimer  applied  the  same  income 
levels  for  this  report  as  it  did  for  the 
first.  We  acknowledge  that  one  might 
obtain  slightly  different  results  by  using 
current  sdary  distributions.  However, 
use  of  a  new  or  difierent  distribution 
v/ould  affect  the  weights  employed  to 
combine  expenditures  and  calculate  the 
indexes.  Both  Runzheimer  and  OPM 
believe  that  it  is  necessary  to  mitigate 
this  effect.  Therefore,  neither  the 
employment  weights,  derived  from  the 
salary  distributions,  nor  the  Consumer 
Expenditure  Survey  (CES)  weights  were 
changed  for  this  year’s  analyses. 

As  noted  in  previous  reports, 
Runzheimer  believes  that,  over  time, 
new  weights  should  be  incorporated 
into  the  computational  process.  The 
timing  of  su(^  changes  should  be 
balanced  against  the  need  to  stabilize 
results  so  that  indexes  do  not  fluctuate 
from  changes  in  weights  rather  than 
changes  in  relative  prices.  Any  change 
introduced  by  OPM  should  occur 
gradually 

2.1.2  Determination  of  Expenditure 
Patterns 

2. 1.2.1  Source  of  Expenditure  Data 
Conforming  with  last  year’s  process, 

Runzheimer  used  the  “prepub” 
statistical  reports  from  the  1988  CES 
dated  February  13, 1990  (see  Appendix 
1)  as  the  basis  for  weighting  expenditure 
patterns.  For  the  reasons  discussed 
above  (see  section  2.1.1),  Runzheimer 
and  OPM  decided  not  to  alter  these 
weights.  However,  Runzheimer 
recommends  that  OPM  implement  a 
system  to  enable  introduction  of 
changes  in  CES  weights. 

2. 1.2. 2  Income  Level  Adjustments 

Because  the  CES  reflected  1988 
expenditure  levels,  Runzheimer  reduced 
the  three  1990  incomes  back  to  1988 
levels  before  beginning  the  expenditure 
analysis.  To  calculate  estimated  1988 
income  levels,  Rimzheimer  used  the 
average  percentage  salary  increases  of 
Federal  employees  for  the  two-year 
period  in  question  as  supplied  by  OPM 
officials  (4.1%  increase  1988-89  and 
3.6%  1989-90,  resulting  in  a  7.85% 
two-year  increase).  This  adjustment 
reduced  the  1990  income  levels  to 
estimated  1988  levels  of  $16  JOO, 
$26,300,  and  $41,900. 

2. 1.2.3  Family  Size  Considerations 

A  family  size  of  2.6  was  inherent  in 
the  weighting  scheme  Runzheimer 
employ^  to  price  all  allowance  areas. 
Derived  from  CES  research,  the  number 
represented  an  average  for  the  nation. 
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2. 1.2.4  Analysis  of  the  1988  Consumer 
Expenditure  Survey 

From  the  1988  CES,  Rimzheimer  used 
the  statistical  report  entitled  “Table  2. 
Income  before  Taxes,”  which  listed 
average  expen^tures  for  families 
earning  similar  incomes,  organized  into 
eight  income  ranges.  Rimzheimer 
analyzed  these  data  to  develop  typical 
spending  patterns  for  the  three  income 
profiles  identified  in  2.I.2.2.  (The  table 
below  displays  the  results  of  the 
analysis.) 

Seven  income  ranges  closely  matched 
these  three  income  profiles: 

$10,000  to  $14,999 
$15,000  to  $19,999 
$20,000  to  $29,999 
$30,000  to  $39,999 
$40,000  to  $49,999 
$50,000  and  over 


All  respondents  combined 

The  1988  CES  grouped  expenses  into 
small,  logical  families  of  items.  For 
example,  the  report  divided  money 
spent  by  families  on  beef  into  four 
groups:  Ground  beef,  roast,  steak  and 
other  beef.  The  steak  and  roast 
groupings  were  further  separated  into 
small  clusters  of  items  (e.g.,  sirloin  and 
round  steak,  chuck  and  round  roast). 

Drawing  on  this  survey  of  expen^ture 
data,  Runzheimer  sorted  the  item 
groupings  into  the  four  main  cost 
components  specified  in  the  OPM 
regulations:  Consumption  Goods  k 
Services,  Transportation,  Housing,  and 
Miscellaneous  Expenses.  Runzheimer 
observed  that  families  in  the  lower 
income  ranges  spent  more  of  their 
money,  as  a  percentage  of  total 
expenses,  on  goods  and  services  and 


housing  than  families  in  higher  income 
ranges.  Also,  families  spent 
approximately  the  same  percentage  of 
their  total  expenses  on  transportation, 
regardless  of  income.  Consequently,  tibe 
Miscellaneous  Expense  component — 
which  includes  such  things  as  medical- 
care  expenses,  contributions,  gifts  to 
non-family  members,  pension  funds, 
long-term  savings  and  investments,  and 
life  insurance  premiums — ^increased  as  a 
percentage  of  total  expenses  as  income 
increased. 

To  develop  accurate  and  defensible 
weighting  patterns  for  the  three  inonne 
levels,  Runzheimer  performed  linear 
regression  analysis  on  the  selected  1988 
CES  data. 

Listed  below  are  the  results  of 
Runzheimer’s  analysis  for  the  income 
ranges  listed  on  the  precq^hog  page: 


Component  Expenses  Expressed  as  a  Percentage  of  Total  Expenses 


_ 1 _ 

Goods  and 
services 
(percent) 

Housing 

(percent) 

Transpor¬ 

tation 

(percent) 

Misc. 

(percent) 

Total 

(percent) 

$18,000 

. . . . . .  i  $16,700 

39.59 

24.35 

20.76 

15.30 

100.00 

?fi,40O 

.  1  96,900 

39.15 

23.48 

20.33 

17.04 

100.00 

45^200  . 

_ _ i  4L900 

38.74 

22.66 

19.94 

18.66 

100.00 

Runzheimer  further  sorted  Goods  k 
Services  into  ten  categories  and  used 
linear  regression  techniques  to  provide 
accurate  ratios  of  renters  to  homeowners 
at  each  income  level.  Statistics  tm  these 
component  groupings  appear  later  in 
this  report. 

2.2  General  Formulae  and 
Applications 

An  “index”  is  a  mathematical  way  to 
compare  one  price  (or  set  of  data)  with 
another.  For  example,  if  a  price  index 
for  a  can  of  green  beans  is  110,  that 
means  that  a  can  of  green  beans  costs 
10%  more  in  the  }nicing  area  (i.e., 
allowance  area)  than  in  the  reference 
area  (i.e.,  the  Washington,  DC  area). 

Rimzheimer  computed  indexes  fm 
hundreds  of  items.  To  combine  these 
indexes,  Runzheimer  applied  weights 
fi-om  the  CES  that  reflected  the  relative 
amount  consumers  normally  spend  on 
the  items.  For  example,  the  price  of  a 
can  of  green  beans  has  a  lower  weight 


than  the  price  of  a  pound  of  apples 
because,  according  to  the  CES,  people 
generally  spend  less  an  canned  green 
beans  than  on  apples. 

Runzheimer  employed  an  indexing 
methodology  known  as  Laspeyres  to 
derive  total  cost  indexes  for  each  of 
three  income  levels  and  for  each  costed 
location.  As  applied  to  living-cost 
research,  the  Laspeyres  index  reflects 
the  expenditure  patterns  of  the  people 
in  the  reference  area  (i.e.,  the 
Washington,  DC  area)  to  weight  the 
prices.  Because  detailed  CES  data  by 
income  level  are  not  published  for  &e 
Washington,  DC  area,  Runzheimer  used 
nationwide  CES  data  to  compute 
weights.  Consequently,  Run^eimer  did 
not  technically  apply  the  Laspeyres 
index  methodology  in  its  pure  form. 
Nevertheless,  Run^eimer  firmly 
believes  that  this  nuance  does  not 
invalidate  the  price  comparisons 
presented  in  this  report 


As  described  in  the  example  above 
and  in  greater  detail  in  sections  3.2  and 
6.2,  Runzheimer  applied  the  Laspeyres 
methodology  to  compute  price  indexes 
for  the  Go(^  k  Services  and  the 
Miscellaneous  Expenses  components, 
respectively.  For  the  Transpmtation  and 
the  Housing  components,  Runzheimer 
used  a  combination  of  a  cost-build-up 
approach  and  the  Laspeyres 
methodology  to  compute  component 
indexes. 

In  conformance  with  §  591.205(c), 
title  5,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Runzheimer  followed  a  five-step  process 
to  derive  the  overetll  total  indexes  for 
each  allowance  area.  First,  Runzheimer 
used  the  CES  data  and  the  income 
ranges  described  in  section  2.1.2.4 
above  to  derive  the  amount  of  money 
consumers  typically  spend  on  each 
component  at  each  income  leveL  These 
amounts  appear  in  the  table  below  and 
in  Append^  13. 


typical  Consumer  Expenditures  by  Income  Level  and  Component 


Income  level 

Goodsand  ! 
services 

Own/rent 

Transpor¬ 

tation 

Misc. 

Total 

Lower . . . . . . . . . 

$7,126  1 

$4,383 

$3,737 

$2,754 

$18,000 

MirirtJft  . . . . . . . . . . 

11.119: 
17,510  j 

6,668 

10,242 

5,774 

4,839 

28,400 

9,013 

8,434 

- j 

45,200 

Note:  Values  may  not  total  because  of  roundfeg. 
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Second,  for  each  allowance  area, 
Rimzheimer  multiplied  the  values  above 
by  the  component  indexes  for  the 
allowance  area.  Because  the  Housing 
component  consisted  of  two  indexes  , 
(one  for  owners  and  another  for  renters), 
we  produced  two  sets  of  total  relative 
costs — one  for  owners  and  another  for 
renters. 

Third,  for  each  allowance  area  and 
income  level,  Runzheimer  combined  the 
total  relative  costs  for  owners  and 
renters  using  the  proportion  of  owners 
and  renters  as  identified  in  the  CES  to 
weight  the  costs.  (See  section  4.2.1.) 

This  produced  an  overall,  average, 
relative  living  cost  at  each  income  level 
in  each  allowance  area. 

Fourth,  for  each  allowance  area,  the 
overall,  average  relative  costs  by  income 
level  were  combined  using  federal 
emplo)mient  weights  based  on  the 
employment  at  each  income  level  in  the 
allowance  area.  Applying  the  same 
allowance-area  employment  weights, 
Runzheimer  computed  an  overall, 
average  cost  for  the  reference  area. 

The  last  step  was  to  divide  the 
overall,  average  relative  cost  for  the 
allowance  area  by  the  overall,  average 
cost  for  the  reference  area  to  produce 
the  final  index.  (See  Appendix  13  for 
the  calculations  for  each  index.) 

2.3  Data  Collection  Process 

As  noted  earlier,  Runzheimer 
obtained  price  information  on  over 
16,000  items  from  over  4,000  outlets.  To 
accomplish  this  important  research 
effort,  we  selected  the  most  efficient  and 
effective  information-gathering 
approaches  possible.  This  section 
describes  the  various  approaches. 

2.3.1  In-House  Research  Staff 

Rimzheimer  research  personnel  at  its 
corporate  headquarters  in  Rochester, 
Wisconsin,  played  a  major  role  in  all 
data-collection  activities.  These 
professionals: 

•  Contacted  manufacturers,  trade 
associations,  governmental  agencies, 
and  retail  establishments  to  ensure  that 
suitable  items  were  selected  and  priced; 

•  Contacted  professionals  in  the  real 
estate  business  in  each  of  the  costed 
locations  to  obtain  general  information 
a»  well  as  specific  rental  rates  and  home 
market  values; 

•  Conducted  pricing  surveys  on  site 
and  by  telephone  for  many  items; 

•  Served  as  a  Uaison  for  field 
researchers; 

•  Performed  hundreds  of  quality 
control  checks  in  conformance  with 
editing  rules  communicated  by 
Runzheimer  to  0PM  once  the  data  had 
been  collected  (these  checks  often 
involved  verification  of  the  survey  data 


through  telephone  calls  as  well  as 
comparing  current  data-gathering  results 
with  those  from  the  1991-1992  survey); 
and 

•  Analyzed  and  computed  the 
category,  component  and  total 
comparative  cost  indexes. 

2.3.2  Field  Researchers — “Research 
Associates" 

Collection  of  most  price  data  was  best 
accomplished  through  personal  visits  to 
retail  outlets  (e.g.,  grocery,  clothing, 
automobiles).  For  these  activities, 
Runzhemier  hired  residents  of  each 
allowance  area  as  independent 
contractors  (“research  associates”).  For 
years,  when  measuring  living  costs  for 
its  clients,  Runzheimer  has  applied  this 
approach  to  data  collection  in  over  80 
countries  worldwide. 

To  avoid  any  real  or  perceived 
conflicts  of  interest,  Runzheimer  did  not 
hire  persons  as  research  associates  who 
were  either  employees  of  the  federal 
government,  or  who  had  immediate 
family  who  were  employees  of  the 
federd  government. 

2.3.3  On-site  Visits  by  Runzheimer 
Research  Personnel 

Full-time  Runzheimer  research 
professionals  travelled  to  selected 
allowance  areas  to  supervise  data- 
collection  activities  and  perform  various 
quality-control  checks  on  the  data  as 
necessary.  Each  such  visit  occurred 
during  the  pricing  period. 

The  researchers  visited  living 
communities  within  the  allowance  areas 
to  look  at  housing  accommodations 
personally  and  to  talk  with  local  real 
estate  professionals.  They  also  visited 
numerous  retail  outlets  to  verify  item 
quality,  selection  and  price  levels  in 
general. 

In  addition,  these  researchers  met 
with  Runzheimer’s  research  associate(s) 
to  answer  any  data-collection  questions 
and  to  provide  any  additional  training 
and  instruction  as  necessary. 

2.4  Editing  and  C^ality  Control 
Procedures 

Runzheimer’s  experience  in 
measuring  living-cost  differences 
enabled  us  to  establish  editing  and 
quality-control  procedures  at  all  stages 
of  collecting  and  analyzing  data.  All 
data  provided  by  research  associates 
were  manually  reviewed  by  analysts 
prior  to  being  entered  into  Runzheimer’s 
computer  system.  Data  elements  were 
subsequently  checked  through  software 
programs. 

Federal  regulations  in 
§  591.205(b)(l)(i),  title  5,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  state  that, 
“Whenever  possible,  exact  brands  and 


models  are  priced  in  each  location.” 
Every  effort  was  made  to  satisfy  this 
objective.  (See  section  3.3  for  a 
discussion  of  brand  and  model 
selection.)  Nevertheless,  in  a  number  of 
the  allowance  areas,  the  exact  brands 
and  models  were  either  not  readily 
available  or  not  available  at  all.  In  these 
instances,  editing  decisions  and 
substitutions  were  needed. 

Runzheimer  defines  “editing”  as  the 
removal  and/or  replacement  of  a  price 
quote  based  on  consistent  and  logical 
criteria.  In  all  areas,  Runzheimer  was 
concerned  that  items  of  lesser  (or 
greater)  quality  than  the  item  specified 
might  inadvertently  be  included  in  the 
analysis  and  bias  the  results.  Therefore, 
any  price  quote  that  varied  significantly 
from  other  price  quotes  for  the  item  was 
flagged,  verified,  and,  if  necessary, 
eliminated  from  the  analysis. 

Removing  an  item  from  a  location 
analysis  causes  redistribution  of  its 
wei^t  to  other  items  in  its  subcategory 
(or  category  when  no  subcategory 
exists).  Consequently,  whenever 
possible,  Run^eimer  avoided  removing 
an  unpriced  item  from  a  location 
analysis.  When  the  review  process 
reveeded  a  missing  price  for  an  item, 
Runzhemier  resurveyed  to  obtain  a  price 
wherever  possible. 

2.5  Pricing  Surveys  in  Puerto  Rico 

Through  federal  employment 
distribution  data  provided  by  0PM, 
Runzheimer  determined  that  70%  of  the 
non-military  federal  personnel 
employed  in  Puerto  ffico  work  at 
facilities  within  10  miles  of  the  city  of 
San  Juan.  The  remaining  30%  is 
distributed  throughout  Puerto  Rico 
without  a  particular  concentration. 
However,  most  of  these  remaining 
employees  generally  appear  to  live 
closer  to  Mayaguez  than  any  other  large 
Puerto  Rican  city.  Therefore,  with 
OPM’s  approval,  Runzheimer  surveyed 
Mayaguez  in  addition  to  San  Juan  for 
the  1992-1993  study.  To  combine  the 
prices  from  both  cities,  Runzheimer 
used  a  70%  San  Juan,  30%  Mayaguez 
weighting. 

Mayaguez  has  few  rental  properties 
and  scant  home  sales  activity. 
Consequently,  at  the  request  of  0PM, 
Runzheimer  conducted  a  preliminary 
assessment  of  Ponce,  PR,  to  determine 
whether  it  might  serve  as  a  substitute 
community  to  survey  in  place  of 
Mayaguez. 

Runzheimer  researchers  found  that 
the  amount  of  data  on  rentals  eind  home 
sales  was  comparable  in  both 
communities.  Therefore,  replacing 
Mayaguez  with  Ponce  will  not  improve 
the  quality  of  the  data  for  the  area. 
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2.6  Pricing  Surveys  in  Hawaii  County 

0PM  provided  similar  employment 
data  for  Hawaii  County.  Federal 
employment  distribution  data  revealed 
that  80%  of  the  non-military  federal 
personnel  work  in  the  Hilo  area,  and  the 
remaining  20%  in  the  Kailua  Kona  area. 
Thus,  to  combine  prices  from  both 
cities,  Runzheimer  used  an  80%  Hilo, 
20%  Kailua  Kona  weighting. 

2.7  Surveying  the  Washington,  DC, 
Area 

0PM  defrned  the  Washington,  DC, 
area  in  the  federal  regulations  as  the 
Washington,  DC-MD-VA  Metropolitan 
Statistical  Area.  Because  federal 
employees  who  work  in  this  area  reside 
in  Virginia,  in  Maryland,  and  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Runzheimer 
selected  retail  outlets  and  living 
communities  firom  all  three. 
Runzheimer’s  model  gave  equal  weight 


to  the  average  prices  in  each  geographic 
area. 

Because  of  the  size  and  diversity  of 
the  Washington,  DC,  area,  Runzheimer 
conducted  substantially  more  pricing 
surveys  there  than  in  other  areas.  For 
the  Goods  &  Services  component, 
Runzheimer  generally  surveyed  to 
obtain  six  times  as  many  price  quotes  in 
the  Washington,  DC,  area  as  in  tne 
typical  allowance  area.  For  the  Housing, 
Transportation  and  Miscellaneous 
Expense  components,  data  collection 
was  generally  triple  that  of  the  typical 
allowance  area. 

3.  Consumption  Goods  and  Services 
3.1  Component  Overview 

Based  on  the  CES  data,  the  Goods  & 
Services  component  consisted  of  ten 
categories  of  family  expense: 

Pood  at  H(Mne 
Food  Away  from  Home 


Tobacco 

Alcohol 

Furnishings  &  Household  Op«rations 
Clothing 

Domestic  Services 
Professional  Services 
Personal  Care 
Recreation 

To  aid  in  quality  control  and  analysis 
of  future  pricings,  Runzheimer  further 
subdivide  four  of  the  largest 
categories — food  at  home,  furnishings 
and  household  operations,  clothing,  and 
recreation — into  subcategories.  Specific 
examples  of  products  and  services  firmn 
these  foiur  subdivided  categories  can  be 
found  below.  These  examples  only 
represent  a  minor  portion  of  the  total 
number  of  items  (products  and  services) 
Runzheimer  priced  within  each 
subdivided  category.  (See  Appendix  2 
for  a  complete  description  of  all 
marketbasket  items.) 


Examples  of  Subcategories  and  Items  Surveyed  in  the  Four  Max}r  Goods  and  Services  Categories 


Goods  and  services  category 

Subcategories  and  items  surveyed  (examples) 

Food  at  Home . . . 

'  Meats 

Cereals  and  Breads 

Groceries. 

Pork  Chops 

Cookies 

Coffee. 

Whole  Chicken 

Spaghetti 

Ketchup. 

Ground  Beef 

Dairy 

Milk 

Cake 

Fruits  and  Vegetables 

Apples 

Margarine. 

Cheddar  Cheese 

Frozen  Peas 

Fresh  Oranges 

Furnishings  and  Household  Operations  . 

Services 

Furniture 

Misc.  Household  Eqpt 

Appliance  Repair 

Living  Room  Chair 

Hammer. 

Supplies 

Ma)or  Appliarx^s 

Electric  Drili. 

Toilet  Tissue 

Kitchen  Range 

Snow  Biower.r 

LaurMjry  Soap 
Household  Textiles 

Refrigerator 

Housewares  and  Small  Appliance 

Lawn  Trirruner.z 

Bath  Towel 

Two-slice  Toaster 

Clothing . . . 

Men’s  arid  Boy’s 

Boy’s  Jeans 

Infant’s 

Disposable  Diapers 

Ii4an’s  Jeans 

Footwear 

* 

Man’s  Parka  ’ 
Women’s  and  Girl’s 
Woman’s  Slacks 

Girl’s  Blouse 

Girl’s  Jeans 

Man’s  Shoes 

Apparel  Products  and  Services 

Coin  LaurxJry 

Recreation . . . . . 

.  Fees  and  Admission 

TV,  Radio  and  Eqpt. 

Entertainment 

Bowling 

Video  Rental 

All  Terrain  Vehicle.^ 

Golf2 

Pets 

Board  Game. 

Downhill  Skiimg  i 

Pet  Food 

Reading. 

Magazine. 

1  Priced  in  Alaska  and  Washington,  DC,  area  only. 

2  Priced  in  tropical  areas  and  Washington,  DC,  area  only. 


From  its  ten  categories  of  expense 
(which  include  the  four  subdivided 
categories  above),  Rimzheimer  selected 
a  marketbasket  of  items  on  which  to 
base  its  goods  and  services  analysis.  A 
marketbasket  is  a  selected  group  of 
.  products  and  services  that  represent 
hundreds  or  even  thousands  of  other 
items.  Pricing  every  item  available  to 


consumers  in  a  given  locale  would  be 
imnecessary  and  inefficient. 

Runzheimer  selected  typically 
purchased  items  and  wei^ted  these 
according  to  their  relative  importance  in 
terms  of  consumer  expenditure  patterns. 
Each  marketbasket  item  represented  a 
specific  group  of  related  expense  items. 
Using  CES  data,  we  determined  the 
relative  importance  (weight)  of  each 


item.  We  compared  the  average  price  of 
each  marketbasket  item  in  each 
allowance  area  with  the  average  price  in 
the  Washington,  DC,  area.  The  price 
differences  (expressed  as  indexes)  were 
aggregated  based  on  the  item, 
subcategory  and  category  weightings, 
resulting  in  a  total  Goods  k  Services 
component  index  at  each  income  level. 
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Marketbaskets  were  slightly  different 
among  allowance  areas  to  reflect 
regional  purchasing  patterns  more 
closely.  For  example,  insulated 
imderwear  is  priced  for  the  Alaska 
survey  while  undershirts  are  priced  for 
the  tropical  area  siuvey.  However,  goods 
and  services  price  comparisons  between 
an  allowance  area  and  the  Washington, 
DC,  area  always  used  the  same 
marketbasket.  Therefore,  while  it  may 
not  be  appropriate  to  compare  living 
costs  among  allowance  areas,  all 
comparisons  between  an  allowance  area 
and  the  DC,  area  are  valid. 

In  1991,  OPM  directed  Runzheimer  to 
include  catalog  pricing  (including 
applicable  shipping  costs)  to  reflect  this 
common  purchasing  option  in 
allowance  areas.  OPM  identified  items 
to  survey  based  on  comments  received 
on  the  1990  survey.  Runzheimer 
identified  items  to  survey  that  were 
either  xmavailable  or  difficult  to  find  in 
each  allowance  area.  Together,  OPM 
and  Runzheimer  agreed  to  survey  five 
marketbasket  items  by  catalog.  This 
year,  OPM  asked  Rimzheimer  to  survey 
an  additional  three  items  by  catalog;  for 
example,  furniture  was  priced  by 
catalog.  This  year  too,  Runzheimer 
found  that  the  cost  to  ship  certain 
catalog  items  to  Guam  varied  between 
catalog  outlets,  so  OPM  concurred  in 
pricing  a  private  freight  company  that 
specializes  in  shipments  to  Guam  for 
shipping  costs. 

In  eacn  allowance  area  (except  Puerto 
Rico  and  Hawaii  County),  Rimzheimer 
generally  requested  thrm  price  quotes 
for  each  item  (and  sometimes  more  than 
three)  from  the  local  economy— one 
from  each  of  three  difierent  outlets.  In 
Puerto  Rico,  Runzheimer  doubled  the 
sample  size  by  obtaining  three  price 
quotes  for  eac^  item  in  both  the  San 
Juan  and  Mayaguez  areas.  Likewise  in 
Hawaii  Coimty,  Runzheimer  doubled 
the  sample  size  by  obtaining  three  price 
quotes  for  each  item  in  both  Hilo  and 
I^ilua  Kona. 

3.2  Marketbasket  Research 

3.2.1  Expenditure  Research — Category 
Weightings 

Runzheimer  tabulated  the  expense 
data  from  the  1988  Consumer 
Expenditure  Survey  according  to  the  ten 


categories  of  goods  and  services.  As  in 
the  component  analysis,  Runzheimer 
used  the  expense  data  from  the  seven 
most  appropriate  income  ranges  as 
input  into  a  linear  regression  analysis. 
From  that  analysis,  Runzheimer 
calculated  the  category  weightings  for 
each  income  level  as  listed  below: 


Category  Weightings  Expressed 
AS  A  Percentage 


Category 

Lower 

Middle 

Upper 

Food  at  Home  .. 

25.52 

22.38 

19.35 

Food  Away  from 
Home . 

15.95 

16.09 

16.23 

Tobacco  . 

3.13 

2.54 

1.96 

Alcohol  . 

2.92 

2.79 

2.67 

Furnishings  & 
Hsid.  Op . 

14.35 

15.95 

17.49 

Clothing . 

14.24 

14.93 

15.59 

Domestic  Serv¬ 
ice  . 

1.78 

1.79 

1.81 

Professional 
Services . 

5.77 

5.84 

5.91 

Personal  Care  .. 

3.57 

3.47 

3.38 

Recreation . 

12.77 

14.22 

15.61 

Totals . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.0 

3.2.2  Expenditure  Research — 
Subcategory  and  Item  Weightings 

Runzheimer  also  drew  upon  the 
expense  data  from  the  1988  CES  to 
determine  proper  subcategory  and  item 
weightings  and  to  identify  marketbasket 
items.  Logical  groupings  of  family 
expenditures  provided  the  basis  for 
subcategory  and  item  weights.  Unlike 
category  weightings,  which  vary  by 
income  level,  subcategory  and  item 
weightings  are  computed  from  national 
aggregate  expenditures  only  (i.e.,  all 
three  income  levels  used  the  same  set  of 
subcategory  and  item  weightings)  as  this 
approach  is  most  common  in  similar 
public  and  private  sector  cost-of-living 
analyses. 

Runzheimer’s  expenditure  research 
process  included  procedures  to  ensure 
that  no  marketbasket  item  had  an 
overwhelmingly  large  or  insignificantly 
small  item  weighting. 

3.3  Marketbasket  Item  Specifications 

From  each  logical  expense  grouping, 
Runzheimer  selected  one  or  more 
marketbasket  items  to  represent  all 
items  in  the  grouping.  When  selecting 
specific  items  for  the  marketbasket. 


Runzheimer  worked  to  satisfy  these 
three  criteria; 

•  Items  should  be  readily  available  in 
all  locations  if  possible  or  should  be 
items  of  local  significance  (e.g.,  snow 
blower). 

•  Item  price  levels  should  logically 
represent  the  price  levels  of  unselected 
items  in  the  “logical  grouping.” 

•  Items  should  have  the  same  or 
nearly  the  same  application  in  all 
locations. 

Appendix  2  lists  Rimzheimer’s 
marketbasket  items.  Once  an  item  was 
selected,  Runzheimer’s  research 
analysts  identified  the  specific  brand 
and/or  model/size  of  each  item  available 
in  all  (or  most)  locations.  For  some 
items,  this  involved  contacting 
manufacturers,  trade  associations,  retail 
establishments,  etc.  For  other  items, 
isolating  specifications  was  quite 
straight  forward  because  of  their  nature 
(e.g.,  bread,  sirloin  steak, 
nonprescription  pain  reliever). 

Appendix  3  identifies  changes  in  the 
current  items  selected  for  pricing  in  the 
Goods  &  Services,  Miscellaneous 
Expense,  and  Housing  Related 
categories,  along  with  explanation  for 
the  changes. 

3.3.1  Exchange  and  Commissary 
Expenditure  Research 

Runzheimer  used  the  same 
marketbasket  items  to  price 
commissaries  and  exchanges  as  were 
used  for  the  local  pricings.  We  obtained 
one  price  quote  for  marketbasket  items 
found  in  these  facilities. 

Runzheimer  did  not  assume  that 
people  with  access  to  military  facilities 
made  all  purchases  in  these  facilities. 
Instead,  we  used  OPM’s  1980  Living 
Pattern  Survey  of  federal  employees  to 
determine  the  percentage  of  purchases 
that  families  typically  make  in  military 
facilities  versus  local  outlets.  For 
example,  as  the  following  table  shows, 
in  Fairbanks,  61.3%  of  Food  at  Home  is 
purchased  at  a  PX  or  commissary.  These 
percentages  were  used  to  aggregate  the 
local  and  commissary/exchange  prices 
into  one  set  of  appropriate,  blended 
prices.  (The  blended  prices  were 
compared  to  the  local  prices  in  the 
Washington,  DC.,  area  just  as  each 
allowance  area’s  local  prices  were.) 


Percentages  of  Purchases  Made  at  PX/Commissaries' 


Category 

Allowance  area  | 

Fairbanks 

Anchorage 

Guam 

Honolula 

San  Juan  j 

Food  at  home . 

61.3 

66.2 

70.0 

52.7 

29.1  { 

Food  away . 

0.0 

Tobacco  . 

1  81.0  1 

71.0 

1  64.0 1 

1  84.0  1 

1  65.0 

_ J 
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Percentages  of  Purchases  Made  at  PX/Commissaries— Continued 


Category 

Allowance  area 

Fairbanks 

Anchorage 

Guam 

Honohila 

San  Juan 

Alcohol . 

53.0 

47.0 

76.0 

_ za.0 

64.0 

Furniture  and  household  operations  . 

46.2 

44.3 

64.5 

^4.2 

32.7 

Clothing  . 

17.3 

18.3 

43.7 

34.0 

10.7 

Domestic  service . 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

Professional  services . 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

Personal  care  . 

59.5 

36.0 

49.3 

33.3 

7.3 

Recreation  . 

49.7 

33.7 

49.7 

32.7 

15.7 

3.4  Goods  and  Services  Data 
Collection  Procedures 

3.4.1  Data  Collection  Materials 

The  living-cost  surveys  conform  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  and  are  approved  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(0MB). 

Rimzheimer  collected  data  with  0MB- 
approved  data  collection  materials  (see 
Appendix  5).  All  Runzheimer- 
developed  worksheets  conformed  to  the 
OMB-approved  materials. 

3.4.2  Outlet  Selection 

Proper  outlet  selection  is  crucial  to 
measuring  living-cost  differences 
accurately  because  misjudgment  can 
seriously  affect  survey  results. 
Rimzheimer  paid  particular  attention  to 
choosing  appropriate  outlets,  focusing 
on  three  key  guidelines  to  ensure  proper 
outlet  selection. 

First,  for  areas  that  had  numerous 
outlets  from  which  to  choose, 
Rimzheimer  identified  targets  in  several 
different  geographic  areas.  For  example, 
in  the  Washington,  DC.,  area, 
Rimzheimer  selected  outlets  in  and 
around  six  different  geographic  areas; 
that  is,  two  areas  in  Virginia,  two  in 
Maryland  and  two  in  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Rimzheimer ’s  second  guideline  was 
that  for  6my  one  marketbasket  item,  all 
outlets  be  similar  in  type.  For  example, 
Rimzheimer  surveyed  two  of  the  three 
food  items  in  full-service  grocery  stores 
and  the  third  food  item  in  a  warehouse- 
type  grocery  store  in  all  locations. 
Gathering  prices  from  all  warehouse- 
type  stores  in  one  location  and  all  full- 
service  grocery  stores  in  another  would 
have  distorted  price  comparisons. 

The  last  guideline  involved  the 
diversity  of  outlets  in  Runzheimer’s 
sample.  We  believe  that  pricing 
different  items  in  different  types  of 
outlets  more  accurately  portrays  living- 
cost  differences.  For  example,  for 
efficiency,  Rimzheimer  could  have 
priced  all  clothing  items  in  department 
stores.  However,  to  incorporate  price 
levels  at  other  types  of  outlets  that  sell 


clothing  items,  whenever  possible, 
Rimzheimer  surveyed  some  items  in 
men’s  and  women’s  clothing  stores, 
some  items  in  department  stores,  other 
items  in  shoe  stores  and  still  other  items 
in  discount  department  stores. 

Runzheimer^s  research  analysts 
selected  outlets  on  the  basis  of: 

•  Personal  experience  of  Rimzheimer 
on-site  research  associates  and 
travelling  researchers; 

•  Informal  telephone  interviews  with 
knowledgeable  residents  in  each  area; 

•  Yellow  pages  sections  of  area 
telephone  boolu; 

•  Area  chambers  of  commerce  and 
information  bureaus;  and 

•  Experience  gained  from  other 
surveys  conducted  by  Rimzheimer. 

Witn  new  businesses  constantly 
appearing  (and  old  ones  disappearing), 
outlet  sele^on  will  be  an  ongoing 
process.  Also,  one  can  expect  a  portion 
of  outlets  to  refuse  to  participate  every 
year.  Therefore,  updating  Runzheimer’s 
outlet  sample  is  a  necessary  and 
important  part  of  each  pricing  survey. 

3.4.3  Special  Considerations  in  Guam 
and  Kauai 


Guam  and  Kauai  suffered  serious 
damage  from  Typhoon  Omar  and 
Hurricane  Iniki,  respectively.  In  both 
areas,  Runzheimer  officials  worked  with 
local  research  associates  to  determine 
the  impact  of  the  storm  on  local  prices. 
Also,  a  Runzheimer  researcher  from  the 
headquarters  office  traveled  to  Guam 
and  Hawaii  to  gather  information  first 
hand.  (Local  emergency  management 
officials  limited  travel  to  Kauai,  so  the 
Runzheimer  researcher  was  unable  to 
visit  that  island.) 

Runzheimer  found  that  in  both  areas 
retail  outlets  generally  did  not  take 
advantage  of  the  disaster  situation  and 
raise  prices  significantly  in  the  short¬ 
term.  Therefore,  Runzheimer  believes 
that  the  survey  data  obtained  before  and 
after  these  storms  are  reasonable 
estimates  for  the  pricing  period  and  are 
complete. 

This  is  not  to  say  that  the  storms  had 
no  effect  on  the  local  economies. 

Indeed,  Runzheimer  believes  that  longer 


term  changes  in  prices  may  occur  and 
recommends  that  prices  in  these  two 
areas  be  re-examined  carefully.  This 
will  assist  0PM  in  determining  whether 
there  have  been  significant  longer-term 
changes  in  the  loc^  economies. 

3.5  Inclusion  of  Sales  and  Excise 
Taxes 

For  all  items  subject  to  sales  tax,  the 
appropriate  amount  of  tax  was  added 
prior  to  analysis.  Runzheimer  also 
included  all  applicable  sales,  property 
and  excise  taxes  to  items  that  were  part 
of  other  living-cost  components.  For 
example,  automobile  piurchase  costs  in 
Puerto  Rico  include  an  excise  tax  based 
upon  vehicle  type  and  dealer’s 
acquisition  cost.  Runzheimer  included 
this  tax  in  computing  the  total  purchase 
price  of  a  vehicle  in  Puerto  Rico.  (See 
sections  5.2.1  and  5.2.7.) 

Run^eimer  gathered  applicable 
information  on  taxes  by  contacting 
appropriate  sources  of  information  in 
the  allowance  areas,  such  as  the  Excise 
Tax  Officer  of  the  St.  Thomas  Bureau  of 
Internal  Revenue.  Runzheimer  edso 
drew  upon  appropriate  tax  publications, 
such  as  the  State  of  Maryland’s  Sales 
and  Use  Tax  Laws  and  Regulations,  the 
“General  Excise  Tax  Law’’  (Chapter  237) 
of  the  Hawaii  Tax  Reports,  and  the 
Uniform  Sales  Tax,  “Ordinance  Section 
69.05,’’  of  the  City/Borough  of  Juneau. 

3.6  Goods  and  Services  Survey  Results 

In  section  2.2  of  this  report, 
Runzheimer  presented  a  detailed 
explanation  of  the  economic  model  used 
to  analyze  the  price  data.  As  it  applies 
to  Goods  &  Services,  the  approach 
involved  comparing  the  average  prices 
of  marketbasket  items  in  each  allowance 
area  with  those  in  the  Washington,  DC, 
area.  The  resulting  price  ratios  were 
aggregated  into  sub^tegory  and  then 
category  indexes  using  the  expenditure 
wei^tings  derived  from  the  1988  CES. 

In  the  area  of  professional  services 
(accountant  and  legal  fees),  Runzheimer 
and  0PM  noted  the  existence  of  a 
relatively  few  extreme  values  that  were 
either  exceptionally  low  or  high  cost.  In 
situations  such  as  ^s,  statisticians 
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frequently  use  the  median  or  trim  the 
data  in  some  manner  to  enhance 
reliability.  Consequently,  Runzheimer 
recommended  that  the  observations  be 
ranked  firom  low  to  high  and  that  the  top 
and  bottom  20  percent  of  the 
observations  bn^Hffittied*’  (i.e., 
eliminated)  from  the  data  before 
averages  or  trends  were  calculated. 

(Data  were  not  trimmed  if  there  were 
four  or  fewer  observations.)  OPM 
agreed.  These  procedures  i^uce  the 
influence  of  anomalies  and  make  survey 
results  more  stable  from  one  year  to  the 
next. 

Appendix  4  contains  tables  showing 
the  ten  category  indexes,  the  three 
weighting  patterns,  and  the  three  total 
consiunption  Goods  &  Services  indexes 
for  each  allowance  area.  The 
Washington,  DC.  area  does  not  require 
a  table  because  it  is.  by  definition,  "the 
reference  location"  where  all  category 
and  component  indexes  equal  100. 

4.  Housing 

4.1  Component  Overview 

The  Housing  component  consists  of 
expenses  related  to  owning  or  renting  a 
dwelling.  These  include: 

•  Mortgage  or  rent  payments, 

•  Utilities. 

•  Real  estate  taxes, 

•  Homeowner’s  or  renter’s  insurance, 

•  Home  maintenance,  and 

•  Telephone. 

At  each  of  the  three  income  levels. 
Runzheimer  measured  annual  housing 
costs  under  the  two  main  housing 
categories:  ownership  and  rental. 

4.2  Housing  Model 

4.2.1  Expenditure  Research 

Section  2. 1.2.4  describes  how 
Runzheimer  analyzed  the  1988  CES  to 
identify  the  portion  of  expenses 
attributable  to  each  of  the  four 
components.  Runzheimer  also  used  this 
survey  to  determine  the  national  average 
ratio  of  families  who  own,  as  opposed 
to  rent,  their  residences.  Using  the 
expense  data  from  the  seven  most 
appropriate  income  ranges  as  input  into 
a  linear  regression  analysis.  Runzheimer 
calculated  oum  and  rent  weights: 


Own/Rent  Weightings 


Income  levels 

Category 

Lower 

(percent) 

Middle 

(percent) 

Upper 

(percent) 

Home- 
owner  r  .... 
Renter . 

37.10 

6^90 

46.91 

53.09 

62.86 

37.14 

Totals 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

'  With  mofigage. 


Rimzheimer  excluded  expenditure 
data  for  homeowning  families  without  a 
mortgage  because  they  were  not  typical 
of  homeowners  in  the  base  area  or  in  the 
allowance  areas  with  the  largest 
concentrations  of  federal  employees. 

The  1988  CES  was  also  used  to 
identify  which  home-maintenance  items 
to  price  and  to  establish  the  relative 
importance  of  those  items. 

4.2.2  Development  of  Housing  Profiles 

To  compare  housing  costs  accurately 
in  all  locations,  Runzheimer  constructed 
a  model  to  measure  housing  costs  under 
six  different  circumstances;  that  is.  we 
identified  six  typical  housing  profiles 
and  matched  these  profiles  to  three 
income  levels,  as  shown  in  the  table 
below.  Runzheimer  and  OPM  agreed 
that  at  least  one  criterion  for  the  owner 
profile  should  be  the  square  footage  of 
the  home  and  at  least  one  criterion  for 
the  renter  profile  should  be  the  number 
of  bedrooms  in  the  rental  unit  The 
profiles  for  homeowners  and  renters  are: 


HOUSING  PRORLES 


Income 

level 

Renter  profile 

Owner  profile 

Lower . 

3-1-1  6001  sq. 

4-2-1  900  sq. 

ft.  apt. 

ft.  Condo  or 

detached 

house. 

Middle  .... 

4-2-1  900  sq. 

5-3-1 .5  1,300 

ft.  apt 

sq.  ft.  de- 

.tached 

house.2 

Upper . 

4-2-2  or  5-3-2 

7-3-2  1,700 

'' 

1,100  sq.  ft. 

sq.  ft.  de-  . 

townhouse  or 

tached 

detached 

house. 

house. 

1  Defined  as  Total  rooms— Bedrooms— 
Baths  and  representative  size.”  Total  rooms 
excludes  bathrooms,  hallways,  entrarKe 
areas,  and  dosets  but  Includes  bedrooms, 
living  room,  family  room,  kitchen,  formal  dining 
room,  and  den/study.  The  representative  size 
is  roughly  the  midpoint  size  for  the  range  of 
housing  surveyed  at  the  income  level. 

2  Row  houses  may  be  used  in  Northeast 
Washington.  DC,  where  the  availability  of 
single  family  detached  homes  is  limited. 

4.2.3  Living  Commtinity  Selection 

Runzheimer  surveyed  the  same  living 
communities  for  the  1992-1993  survey 
as  it  did  for  the  1991-1992  study. 
However,  for  the  winter  survey, 
Rimzheimer  gathered  rental  data  for  all 
of  Juneau,  not  just  West  Juneau  and  the 
Mendenhall  Valley  as  in  previous 
surveys,  because  rentals  were  found  to 
be  scarce  overall.  This  added  effort 
ensured  more  accurate  rental  pricing. 

To  gather  data,  our  researchers 
contacted  real  estate  brokers,  residential 
appraisers  and  other  knowledgeable  real 
estate  professionals  in  each  area  to 


obtain  information  on  the  predominant 
age(s).  size(s)  and  type(s)  of  housing  in 
various  commimities  and  housing 
subdivisions.  When  available  and 
appropriate,  Runzheimer  identified  at 
least  six  communities  (two  at  each 
income  level)  in  each  allowance  area. 
However,  this  goal  was  not  achievable 
in  some  of  the  smaller  allowance  areas. 
For  the  Washington,  DC.  area, 
Runzheimer  selected  at  least  nine 
commimities  (three  at  each  income 
level)  in  which  to  gather  renter  and 
homeowner  data. 

A  table  of  living  communities  used  for 
pricing  can  be  groimd  in  Appendix  6. 

4.2.4  Identification  and  Quantification 
of  Housing-Related  Expenses 

From  the  1988  CES,  Runzheimer 
identified  and  categorized  housing- 
related  expense  items  into  one  of  five 
groups: 

•  Utilities, 

•  Real  estate  taxes. 

•  Owners/renters  insurance, 

■  •  Maintenance,  and 

•  Telephone. 

4.2.4.1  Utilities 

For  this  study.  Runzheimer  classified 
electric,  heat  (oil  or  gas),  water  and 
sewer  as  utilities.  Although  most  utility 
companies  had  ready  access  to  current 
charges  per  unit  of  consumption  and 
average  consumption  patterns  for  all 
households,  very  few  (if  any)  separated 
consumption  patterns  by  number  of 
family  members  in  a  household  or  by 
size/type  of  accommodation. 

Runi^eimer  focused  on  average 
annual  consumption  experience  per 
household,  gathering  this  information 
firom  utility  companies  serving  each 
allowance  area  and  the  Washington,  DC, 
area.  Combining  this  consumption  data 
with  current  utility  rates,  Rimzheimer 
computed  average  annual  utility  costs 
for  each  of  electric,  gas  or  oil  (whichever 
Runzheimer  found  to  be  more  widely 
used,  if  used  at  all),  water  and  sewer. 
Runzheimer  then  assigned  this  average 
consumption  pattern  to  the  homeowner 
profile  at  the  middle  income  level. 

Because  some  utility  costs  vary  by 
size  of  house  and  yard,  Runzheimer 
calculated  a  multiplier  consistent  with 
the  standard  home  sizes  to  arrive  at 
utility  rates  for  the  other  five  profiles. 
The  table  below  shows  the  standard 
sizes  and  utility  factors  for  each  profile. 
The  standard  sizes  roughly  equate  to  the 
reference  size  of  each  profile.  The 
formula  to  calculate  each  multiplier 
was: 

MultipUerBl-i-(.5x(Standard  square 
feet-1300)/1300) 

The  resulting  utility  multipliers  are: 
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Utility  Multipliers 


Income  level 

Renter  profile 

Owner  profile 

Square  feet 

Multiplier 

Square  feet 

Multiplier 

Lower . 

600 

.73 

900 

85 

MiddiA  . 

900 

.85 

•*'  1,300 

too 

Upper  . 

1,100 

.92 

1>00 

1.15 

4. 2.4. 2  Real  Estate  Taxes 

For  this  study.  Runzheimer  contacted 
the  city  assessor  in  each  allowance  area 
to  obtain  real  estate  tax  information  on 
the  selected  living  communities.  (See 
Appendix  6  for  a  listing  of  the 
communities.)  Real  estate  tax  formulas 
were  obtained  for  most  living 
communities;  however.  Run^eimer’s 
researchers  found  that  in  San  Juan,  PR, 
the  formulas  do  not  always  translate 
into  the  actual  taxes  paid  by  typical 
property  owners. 

Tnerefore,  in  San  Juan,  Runzheimer 
undertook  a  comparative  study  of 
current  actual  taxes  paid  by 
homeowners  and  their  current  home 
values.  Runzheimer  then  developed  an 
average  ratio  for  taxes  paid  to  current 
home  values.  This  ratio  was  applied  to 
the  average  home  value  in  that 
community  to  obtain  an  average  real 
estate  tax  amount  for  the  desired 
homeowner  profile. 

4. 2.4. 3  Owners/Renters  Insurance 

As  it  did  for  previous  surveys, 

Runzheimer  vmdertook  to  gather 
insurance-rate  information  for  the 
allowance  areas  for  both  renter  and 
owner  profiles.  These  rates  represent 
coverage  for  structure  and  contents  for 
homeowners  but  contents  only  for 
renters. 

In  Guam,  however,  insurance 
professionals  told  Runzheimer  that,  at 
the  time  of  conducting  the  survey, 
Typhoon  Omar  had  caused  insurance 
companies  to  issue  a  “moratorium"  on 
issuing  new  policies.  Consequently,  for 
this  single  tropical  allowance  area, 
Runzheimer  developed  an  average  ratio 
of  insurance  paid  to  current  home 
values,  using  data  from  the  1991  sxirvey. 
This  ratio  was  then  applied  to  the  1992 
average  home  value  by  income  level  in 
Guam  to  obtain  an  average  insurance 
premium  amoimt  for  the  desired 
homeowner  profile. 

Previous  research  conducted  by 
Runzheimer,  at  the  request  of  0PM, 
found  that  insurance  coverage  for 
disasters,  such  as  floods  and 
earthquakes,  is  not  prevalent  in  the 
allowance  areas;  consequently, 
Runzheimer,  with  the  concurrence  of 
OPM,  does  not  consider  these  additional 
riders.  (See  Report  to  OPM  on  Uving 


Costs  in  Selected  NonForeign  Areas  and 
in  the  Washington-DC,  Area,  Jime  1992.) 
Runzheimer  notes,  however,  that  OPM 
is  reviewing  the  results  on  the  Federal  , 
Employee  Housing  and  Living  Patterns 
Survey  as  they  apply  to  this  issue. 

4.2.4.4  Maintenance 

Many  factors  were  involved  in 
measuring  the  cost  of  maintaining  a 
home,  including  area  climate, 
architecture  and  building  materials,  and 
the  cost  of  maintenance  materials  and 
labor.  As  it  did  for  the  previous  survey, 
Rvmzheimer  priced  su(^  household 
maintenance  commodities  as  fire 
extinguisher,  bathroom  caulking  and 
kitchen  faucet.  Pest  control  service  was 
priced  in  every  allowance  area  except 
Nome,  Alaska,  where  local  sources 
indicated  it  wasn't  necessary. 

Rrmzheimer  developed  maintenance 
costs  based  on  the  cost  of  maintenance 
materials  and  labor  rates  in  each  area. 
Rimzheimer’s  approach  to  maintenance 
was  the  same  as  me  approach  to  goods 
and  services,  as  explained  below. 

Runzheimer  used  expenditure  data 
from  the  1988  CES  to  identify  the 
national  average  home-maintenance 
expense,  the  maintenance  items  to 
survey,  and  the  appropriate  item 
weighting.  Because  most,  if  not  all, 
maintenance  items  were  included  in 
rent,  maintenance  costs  were  not  added 
in  the  three  renter  profiles. 

To  compute  home-maintenance  cost 
differences  between  each  allowance  area 
and  the  Washington,  DC,  area  for  the 
homeowner  profiles,  Runzheimer 
obtained  prices  for  selected  building 
materials  and  labor  rates  for 
maintenance  work.  For  each  area, 
Runzheimer  computed  the  relative  cost 
(i.e.,  an  index)  for  each  maintenance 
item  compared  to  the  cost  of  that  item 
in  the  D.C.  area.  As  with  Goods  & 
Services,  the  results  of  the  nationwide 
CES  were  used  to  weight  these 
maintenance  indexes  into  an  overall 
index  for  each  area. 

To  combine  maintenance  indexes 
with  the  other  homeowner  costs,  which 
were  expressed  in  dollar  amormts, 
Rrmzheimer  converted  the  indexes  to 
dollars.  To  do  this,  Runzheimer 
multiplied  the  maintenance  cost  index 
for  each  area  by  the  CES  nationwide 


average  maintenance  cost  and  assigned 
that  cost  to  the  middle-income 
homeowner  profile. 

Logically,  maintenance  costs  for  larger 
homes  would  be  greater  than  costs  for 
middle-sized  homes,  while  costs  for 
smaller  homes  would  be  less.  Therefore, 
in  this  study.  Runzheimer  applied  the 
same  homeowner  multipliers  used  in 
the  utilities  model  for  the  lower  and 
upper  income  profiles  (.85  and  1.15 
respectively)  to  recognize  difierences  in 
maintenance  costs  due  to  house  size. 

4.2.4. 5  Telephone 

Telephone  expenses  consisted  of  local 
service  charges,  possible  additional 
charges  for  local  calls,  and  charges  for 
long  distance  calls.  To  measure 
estimated  expenses  for  local  service  and 
local  calls,  where  available,  Runzheimer 
surveyed  the  cost  of  touch-tone  service 
with  imlimited  calling.  (In  Mayaguez, 
120  local  calls  per  month  was  used 
because  unlimited  calling  was  not 
available.) 

To  estimate  long  distance  charges  in 
all  areas,  Rimzheimer  surveyed  the  cost 
of  three  ten-minute  direct  dial  calls  per 
month  to  large  U.S.  mainland  cities  (i.e., 
Los  Angeles,  Chicago,  and  New  York 
City).  Rimzheimer  measured  the  price  of 
a  call  placed  in  the  survey  area  at  the 
time  of  day  necessary  to  be  received  in 
the  respective  city  at  8  p.m.  local  time. 

In  many  areas,  this  resulted  in  pricing 
a  combipation  of  daytime  and  evening- 
rate  calls. 

4.3  Housing  Data  Collection 
Procedures 

As  was  done  in  previous  years, 
Runzheimer  collected  housing 
information  firom  a  variety  of  sources. 
Also  as  in  previous  years,  Rimzheimer 
research  personnel  traveled  to  profiled 
communities  in  the  allowance  areas  to 
observe  first  hand  the  comparability  of 
homes  in  one  area  versus  another  and 
the  appropriateness  of  individual 
housing  units  for  the  profiled  income 
level. 

This  year,  OPM  modified  the  contract 
to  require  several  additional  steps  to 
increase  the  quantity  and  quality  of 
housing  data  collected.  These  extra 
steps  included  purchasing  data  fi'om 
ad^tional  real  estate  listing  services, 
making  greater  use  of  assessor’s  records 
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when  other  data  were  not  available,  and 
contacting  more  real  estate  professionals 
to  obtain  additional  home  sales,  rental 
data,  and  market  trend  information. 

These  efforts  were  successful,  and 
significantly  more  information  was 
obtained  in  many  areas. 

4.3.1  Homeowner  Data  Collection 

In  the  homeowner  data-gathering 
phase,  Runzheimer  obtained  sale  prices 
of  homes  (called  “cmnparable  sales”)  in 
the  area  that  matched  the  housing 
profiles.  In  the  communities  that  were 
identified  (see  section  4.2.3), 

Runzheimer  tried  to  obtain  all  the 
comparable  sales  during  the  6>month 
period  prior  to  the  date  of  the  survey. 

For  the  surveys  conducted  during  the 
summer  of  1992,  the  home  sales  pricing 
period  was  January  1992  through  July 

1992.  For  the  winter  surveys,  the  pricing 
period  was  July  1992  through  February 

1993. 

As  was  done  last  year,  Runzheimer 
contacted  knowledgeable  and  helpful 
real  estate  professionals  in  each  location 
and/or  used  real  estate  sales  data  and 
listing  services.  The  amoimt  of  data 
obtained  depended  on  the  number  of 
home  sales  in  the  community  and  the 
availability  of  square  footage  and  other 
information.  This  in  him  depended  on 
the  size  of  the  commimity,  the  economic 
conditions,  the  quality  and  quantity  of 
the  realty  data  available,  and  the 
willingness  and  ability  of  local  realty 
professionals  and  assessor  offices  to 
provide  data.  If  the  comparable  sales 
data  obtained  finm  the  ^t  data  sources 
were  insufficient.  Rxmzheimer  contacted 
additional  data  soiux»s  in  the  area  to 
attempt  to  secure  more  sales  data,  if 
practical. 

4.3.2  Renter  Data  Collection 

In  some  cases,  the  same  realtors  and 
brokers  who  assisted  in  our  profiling 
phase  were  very  active  in  the  rental 
markets  as  well.  When  this  occurred, 
Runzheimer  obtained  current  rental 
rates  and  fees  for  our  profiled 
apartments,  townhouses  and  houses 
from  these  sources. 

Rxmzheimer  also  contacted  rental 
management  firms  that  operated 
apartment  complexes  matching  the 
profile  specifications.  In  large 
metropolitan  areas,  such  as  the 
Washington,  DC,  area  where  rental 
complexes  abound,  our  housing  analysts 
conducted  telephone  surveys  to  obtain 
current  rental  information. 

As  noted  earlier,  OPM  modified  the 
contract  this  year  to  expand  the  level  of 
effort  that  Runzheimer  expended  in  the 
collection  of  housing  data.  The  result 
was  a  marked  increase  in  the  quantity 


of  housing  data  collected  for  both 
rentals  and  sales. 

Rental  data  were  obtained  from  a 
variety  of  sources,  e.g.,  brokers,  property 
managers,  newspaper  advertisements, 
and  other  listings.  Analyses  of  these 
data  revealed  what  appeared  to  be  two 
separate  rental  markets — a  broker 
market  and  a  non-broker  market.  Rental 
rates  and  estimates  provided  by  brokers 
generally  exceeded  those  obtained  from 
other  sources. 

In  each  area,  the  quantity  of  data 
obtained  from  either  source-type  varied 
significantly.  Therefore,  analyzing  all  of 
the  rental  data  (both  broker  and  non- 
broker)  together  for  an  area  and  income 
level  was  'ondesirable.  Because  OPM  has 
no  information  on  how  federal 
employees  who  rent  generally  secure 
their  lodgings,  OPM  requested  that 
Rimzheimer  apply  equal  weights  to  the 
broker  and  non-broker  data  to  compute 
the  overall  average  rental  rate  for  the 
area  and  income  level.  (See  Appendix 
9B.) 

4.4  Housing  Analysis 

4.4.1  Homeowner  Date  Analysis 

One  of  the  most  important  fectors 
relating  to  the  price  of  a  home  is  the 
number  of  square  feet  of  living  space. 

For  each  income  profile  in  ea^ 
allowance  area  and  the  Washington,  DC, 
area,  Runzheimer  computed  that 
average  price  per  square  foot  for  the 
comparables.  Except  as  noted  below, 
Runzheimer  used  this  value  times  the 
reference  square  footage  for  the  profile 
to  determine  the  average  home  value  for 
the  profile. 

Runzheimer  experienced  difficulties 
in  obtaining  housing  data  in  some  areas. 
For  example,  despite  several  efforts  to 
obtain  more  detailed  information  from 
various  sources.  Runzheimer  was  able  to 
obtain  very  few  comparable  sales  with 
square  footage  information  for  home 
sales  in  Guam  and  Mayaguez. 

4.4. 1.1  Data  Trimming 

Based  on  experience  frnm  the 
previous  home-pricing  surveys,  OPM 
modified  the  living-cost  model  as  it 
applied  to  the  analysis  of  housing  data. 
The  modifications  allow  the  use  of 
housing  costs  trend  data  as  well  as 
current  housing  costs  in  the  analysis  of 
owner  and  renter  living  costs.  These 
analyses  are  consistent  with 
§  591.205(b)(3)  of  title  5,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  and  result  in  improved 
housing  data  results. 

One  of  the  modifications  involves 
"trimming”  the  observations.  In  past 
surveys,  Runzheimer  and  OPM  noted 
that  a  relatively  few  extreme  values 
(values  that  were  either  exceptionally 


low  or  high  cost)  could  have  a 
significant  influence  on  the  average 
housing  costs  observed  at  an  income 
level  within  em  area.  Including  these 
extreme  values  had  the  potential  to 
cause  results  to  vary  erratically  from  one 
year  to  the  next  and  create  market 
fluctuations  atypical  of  the  area. 

In  situations  such  as  this,  statisticians 
frequently  use  the  median  or  trim  the 
data  in  some  manner  to  reduce  its 
volatility.  The  use  of  the  median  home 
value  was  not  desirable  because  some 
areas  had  relatively  sparse  data  at  one 
or  more  income  levels.  This  could  make 
the  median  unstable  from  one  year  to 
the  next. 

Runzheimer  recommended  that  the 
observations  be  ranked  from  low  to  high 
on  the  basis  of  the  cost  per  square  foot 
and  that  the  top  and  bottom  20  percent 
of  the  observations  be  "trimmed”  (i.e., 
eliminated)  from  the  data  before 
averages  or  trends  were  calculated. 

(Data  were  not  trimmed  if  there  were 
four  or  fewer  observations.)  OPM 
agreed.  These  procedures  reduce  the 
influence  of  home  sales  anomalies  and 
make  survey  results  more  stable  from 
one  year  to  the  next. 

4.4. 1.2  Special  Considerations 

The  new  procedures  also  involved 
analyzing  data  in  a  more  thorough  and 
integrated  marmer.  The  procedures 
required  analyzing  the  current  housing 
survey  data,  analyzing  the  trends 
observed  when  these  data  were 
compared  with  the  previous  survey’s 
data,  and  comparing  these  trends  with 
the  views  obtained  from  real  estate 
professionals  in  the  area.  How  and 
which  data  were  used  depended  on  the 
quality  and  quantity  of  data  collected 
and  how  the  trends  observed  agreed 
among  income  levels  and  with  the 
views  of  local  real  estate  professionals. 
These  procedures  are  discussed  below. 

Runzheimer  sought  to  gather  all  of  the 
appropriate  comparable  sales  data 
available  in  each  area.  As  a  minimum, 
Runzheimer  sought  to  obtain  10  realtor 
sales  per  commimity  per.  income  level 
or  20  per  income  level  per  area.  In  many 
areas,  the  sales  data  exceed  the 
minimum. 

If  the  minimum  number  could  not  be 
obtained  or  if  highly  divergent  trend 
data  were  observed  among  income 
levels  in  the  area  or  as  compared  with 
the  views  of  local  real  estate 
professionals,  additional  analyses  were 
performed.  These  analyses  were: 

1.  If  the  current  data  were 
significantly  better  than  the  previous 
data  (e.g.,  greater  in  quantity  or  more 
consistent),  the  current  data  were  used 
to  the  extent  practical. 
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2.  If  at  least  three  observations  at  eadi 
income  level  were  available,  and  the 
previous  data  were  better  than  the 
current  data  or  the  previous  and  current 
data  were  of  equivalent  quality,  the 
change  (i.e.,  trend)  in  the  average  price 
was  used  to  update  the  previous  data. 
This  was  done  using  one  of  the 
following  procedures,  depending  on  the 
situation: 

a.  If  data  problems  occurred  at  one 
income  level  only,  the  average  rate  of 
change  at  the  other  two  income  levels 
was  used  to  ad)ust  the  previous  prices 
for  the  affected  income  level. 

b.  If  data  problems  occurred  in  two 
income  levels,  the  rate  of  change 
observed  at  the  non-problem  income 
level  was  used  to  adjust  the  previous 
prices  for  the  two  affected  income 
levels. 

c.  If  data  problems  occurred  at  all 
income  levels,  the  average  rate  of 
change  observed  at  all  th^  income 
levels  was  used  to  adjust  the  previous 
prices  at  all  income  levels. 

3.  If  fewer  than  three  observations 
were  available  at  any  income  level  and/ 
or  the  data  quality  was  questionable  at 
all  levels,  all  three  levels  of  current  and 
previous  survey  data  were  merged. 

These  data  were  then  analyzed  by 
applying  the  procedures  described  in 
section  4.4.1  above  to  each  set  of  merged 
data,  and  the  average  cost  per  square 
foot  was  computed  for  eac^  set  of  data 
and  compared  to  estimate  the  overall 
change  in  the  area.  This  overall  change 
was  applied  to  the  previous  average 
costs  by  income  level  to  determine  the 
current  costs  at  each  income  level  for 
the  area. 

The  areas  for  which  these  procedures 
were  applied  and  the  calculations  vised 
are  found  in  Appendix  9A. 

4.4.2  Rental  Data  Analysis 

Runzheimer  assigned  each  rental 
quote  data  point  to  a  single  income 
level,  based  on  these  criteria: 

•  Assign  one  bedroom  apartments  to 
the  lower  income  level. 

•  Assign  two  bedroom  apartments  to 
the  middle  income  level. 

•  Assign  townhouses  and  detached 
houses  with  a  minimum  of  two 
bedrooms  to  the  upper  income  level. 

4. 4.2.1  Data  Trimming  and  Special 
Analyses 

In  the  analysis  of  rental  data, 
Runzheimer  applied  the  same 
procedures  us^  to  trim  the  homes  sales 
data  (see  section  4.4.1. 1)  except  that 
data  were  ranked  on  the  basis  of 
monthly  rental  rates,  not  cost  per  square 
foot.  Also,  as  with  home  sales  analyses, 
special  analyses  were  applied  to  rental 
data  when  the  data  were  sparse  or 


highly  divergent  trends  were  observed 
among  income  levels.  These  analyses 
were  the  same  as  those  applied  to  home 
sales  data  (see  section  4.4.1. 2)  except 
that  if  ddta  were  merged,  overall 
estimates  were  based  on  monthly  rental 
rates,  not  the  cost  per  square  foot  (See 
Appendix  9B  for  these  analyses.) 

4.4.3  Analysis  of  Housing-Related 
Expenses 

Because  section  4.2.4  covers  the 
identification  and  quantification  of 
housing-related  expenses,  these  topics 
are  not  repeated  here. 

However,  it  should  be  noted  that 
Runzheimer  incorporated  home  sale 
prices  from  this  study  into  the 
calculations  of  real  estate  taxes  and 
homeowner’s  insurance,  which  depend 
upon  the  value  of  the  home. 

4.5  Housing  Survey  Results 

In  the  above  sections,  Runzheimer 
describes  how  it  measured  the  costs  for 
maintenance,  insurance,  utilities,  real 
estate  taxes,  rents,  and  homeowner 
mortgages.  Appendix  7  shows  the  cost 
of  each  of  these  items,  for  renters  and 
homeowners  separately,  in  each 
allowance  area  and  in  the  Washington, 
DC,  area.  For  the  Puerto  Rico  allowance 
area,  the  costs  are  shown  separately  for 
Mayaguez  and  San  Juan.  Likewise,  for 
the  Hawaii  County  allowance  area,  the 
costs  are  shown  separately  for  Hilo  and 
Kailua  Kona. 

Appendix  8  compares  the  total  cost  of 
these  items  in  each  allowance  area  with 
the  total  cost  of  the  same  items  in  the 
Washington,  DC,  area.  Again,  there  are 
separate  comparisons  for  renters  and 
homeowners. 

The  final  housing-cost  comparisons 
take  the  form  of  indexes  that  are  used 
in  Appendix  13  to  derive  the  total, 
overall  index  for  owners  and  renters. 
(Refer  to  section  2.2  for  a  discussion  of 
the  general  formulae  and  how  the 
component  indexes  are  combined.) 

5.  Transportation 

5.1  Component  Overview 

The  Transportation  component 
consisted  of  expenses  related  to  private 
and  public  transportation.  The  private 
transportation  category  contained 
expenses  related  to  owning  and 
operating  a  vehicle  in  each  area.  The 
public  transportation  category  focused 
on  the  cost  of  air  fares  from  each 
location  to  a  common  point  within  the 
contiguous  48  states. 

As  was  done  in  previous  surveys, 
Rimzheimer  used  national  average 
expenditure  data  to  combine  the  private 
and  public  transportation  relative  cost 
differences  between  each  allowance  area 


and  the  Washington,  DC,  area  to  arrive 
at  a  total  Transportation  component 
index. 

5.2  Private  Transportation 
Methodology 

Runzheimer  determined  that  an 
accurate  and  reasonable  approach  to 
measure  transportation  coats  was  to 
select  and  analyze  three  commonly 
driven  vehicles  (a  domestic  auto,  an 
import  auto  and  a  utility  vehicle)  in  all 
areas. 

New  vehicles  were  the  basis  for 
developing  the  transportatiim-cost 
calculations.  Althou^  Runzheimer 
could  have  developed  costs  frtim  the 
premise  that  “identical”  used  vehicles 
would  be  purchased  frnm  auto  dealers 
in  each  location,  Rimzheimer  believed 
that  costing  new  vehicles  reduced  the 
potential  for  inconsistencies  due  to 
value  judgments  concerning  used 
vehicles. 

5.2.1  Vehicle  Selection  and  Pridi^ 

As  mentioned  above,  Runzheimer 
selected  and  priced  a  domestic  auto,  an 
import  auto,  and  a  utility  vehicle  as  the 
basic  vehicle  types  to  cost  in  all 
locations.  We  based  our  selection  of 
these  vehicle  types  on  their  popularity 
in  the  United  States  as  demonstrated  by 
owner  registration  data. 

To  select  a  specific  make  and  model 
within  each  vehicle  type,  Runzheimer 
identified  the  top-selling  models  in  each 
car  class.  For  these  models. 
Rimzheimer’s  research  associates 
collected  new  vehicle  prices. 

At  each  auto  dealership  in  the  sample, 
Runzheimer  recorded  the  suggested 
retail  prices  of  the  three  vehicles  plus 
any  additional  charges,  such  as 
shipping,  excise  tax,  dealer  prep,  and 
additioi^  dealer  markup.  Run^eimer 
used  the  suggested  retail  prices  (not 
negotiated  prices)  in  the  analysis. 
Runzheimer  also  included 
documentation  fees  as  part  of  the  new- 
vehicle  costs  in  Hawaiian  and  Alaskan 
locations.  Contacted  dealerships  explain 
that  a  documentation  fee  is  charged  on 
a  new-car  purchase  to  cover  paperworic 
costs.  Runzheimer  did  not  include  a  fee 
for  the  Washington,  DC,  area  and  other 
tropical  areas  b^use  dealers  in  those 
areas  do  not  typically  charge  a 
documentation  fee. 

The  three  vehicles  selected  for 
analysis  were: 

Domestic  Vehicle — Ford  Taurus  GL  4-door 

sedan  3.0L  6  cyl 

Utility  Vehicle— Chevrolet  SlO  Blazer  4X4  2 

door  4.3L  6  cyl 

Import  Vehicle — Honda  Civic  DX  4-door 

sedan  1.5L  4  cyl 
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Runzheimer  priced  1992  models  in 
the  summer  survey  and  1993  models  in 
the  winter  survey. 

All  vehicles  were  equipped  with 
standard  options,  such  as  automatic 
transmission,  AM/FM  stereo  radio  and 
air  conditioning.  As  done  in  the  1991- 
1992  survey,  at  OPM’s  request, 
Rimzheimer  also  priced  snow  tires, 
engine-block  heaters,  and  heavy-duty 
batteries  in  all  of  the  Alaskan  locations. 

Car  dealers  in  the  Washington,  DC, 
area  did  not  recommend  veMcle 
rustproofing.  However,  it  was  suggested 
or  recommended  in  allowance  areas. 
Therefore,  we  included  rustproofing  as 
an  add-on  in  all  allowance  areas,  but  not 
in  the  Washington,  DC,  area. 

5.2.2  Vehicle  Trade  Cycle 

Calculating  the  cost  to  own  and 
operate  a  veUcle  requires  that  two 
important  factors  be  determined:  miles 
driven  and  time  period  of  ownership.  In 
the  automobile  industry,  these  two 
factors  are  known  collectively  as  a 
vehicle’s  “trade  cycle.”  The  trade  cycle 
is  stated  as  a  length  of  time  either  in 
months  or  years,  and  the  total  number 
of  miles  driven  in  that  time  period  (e.g., 
four-year,  60,000-mile  trade  cycle).  TMs 
information  is  required  to  compute 
annual  costs  related  to  fuel,  oil,  tires, 
maintenance  and  depreciation. 

Conforming  with  previous  living-cost 
reports,  Rim:^eimer  used  a  four-year 
60,000-mile  trade  cycle  in  all  areas 
based  upon  the  following  information: 

•  The  Internal  Revenue  Service  has 
used  this  trade  cycle  for  many  years  to 
compute  the  allowable  cents-per-mile 
reimbinsement  rate  for  persons  who 
drive  their  personal  vehicle  for  business 
piirposes. 

•  The  four-year  time  period  coincides 
with  the  tj^ical  length  of  a  vehicle  loan. 

•  U.S.  Department  of  Energy  statistics 
for  1988  show  that  the  U.S.  average  for 
number  of  vehicle  miles  driven  was: 
18,595  per  household  and  10,246  miles 
per  vehicle. 

Runzheimer  has  been  unable  to  find 
conclusive  statistics  on  average  annual 
miles  driven  per  vehicle  in  any 
allowance  area.  In  1991,  Rim^eimer 
contacted  car  dealers  to  obtain  their 
observations  on  average  odometer 
mileage  on  trade-in  vehicles  and 
informally  asked  other  residents  of  each 
area  for  their  opinions. 

From  the  opinions  gathered,  we 
concluded  that,  in  most  cases,  the 
average  annual  miles  driven  in 
allowance  locations  appeared  to  be  less 
than  or  equal  to  15,000.  In  the 
Washington,  DC,  area,  the  opinions  of 
those  contacted  indicated  an  average 
annual  mileage  of  15,000  or  more. 
Therefore,  without  definitive  statistics 


to  prove  otherwise,  Runzheimer  set  a 
standard  used  in  all  reports  to  date  of 
15,000  miles  per  year,  which  results  in 
a  four-year,  60,000-mile  trade  cycle. 

5.2.3  Fuel  Performance  and  Tj^e 

To  establish  average  fuel-performance 
ratings,  Runzheimer  selected  the  "city 
driving”  figures  published  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA).  Runzheimer  chose  the  “city” 
instead  of  “highway”  figures  because  all 
locations  contained  considerable  stop- 
and-go  driving  conditions.  All  vehicles 
included  in  this  study  used  regular 
imleaded  fuel.  Except  in  Alaska, 
Runzheimer  obtained  self-service  cash 
prices  and  substituted  full-service  when 
self-service  was  not  available.  At  OPM’s 
request,  Runzheimer  priced  gasoline  at 
the  full-service  pump  in  Alaska. 

As  in  its  second  report  to  0PM, 
Runzheimer  has  included  in  its  analysis 
a  number  of  fuel-performance  factors; 
specifically,  temperature,  road  svuface, 
and  gradient.  Based  on  our  research  of 
these  three  factors,  Rvmzheimer  analysts 
developed  fuel-performance  adjustment 
percentages  in  each  allowance  area. 

5.2.3. 1  Impact  of  Temperature  upon 
Fuel  Performance 

Runzheimer  consulted  two  published 
sources  to  develop  its  adjustment 
percentages  for  this  fuel-efficiency 
factor:  Passenger  Car  Fuel  Economy: 
EPA  and  Road  and  The  Weather 
Almanac  (Ruffner  &  Blair).  Miles-per- 
gallon  performance  varies  by  ambient 
temperature.  The  lower  the  temperature, 
the  fewer  miles-per-gallon  achieved  and 
vice  versa.  In  the  EPA  study,  the 
temperature  at  which  no  adjustments  to 
fuel  performance  occur  is  77®  F.  Below 
that  temperature,  miles-per-gallon 
achieved  drops;  above  77®,  miles-per- 
gallon  achieved  improves.  To  measure 
the  effect  temperatxire  has  on  miles-per- 
gallon  for  each  allowance  area, 
Runzheimer  researched  average 
monthly  temperatures  as  reported  in 
The  Weather  Almanac. 

In  each  location  and  for  each  month, 
Runzheimer  assigned  the  appropriate 
shortfall  factor  from  the  EPA  study 
based  on  the  average  monthly 
temperature  for  each  given  location.  For 
example,  if  the  average  monthly 
temperature  was  35®,  the  shortfall  in 
miles-per-gallon  would  be  0.876.  After 
assigning  factors  to  each  month, 
Runzheimer  averaged  the  twelve  factors 
for  each  location.  The  results  of  these 
calculations  are  shown  in  section 
5.2.3.4. 


5. 2.3. 2  Impact  of  Road  Surface  Upon 
Fuel  Performance 

For  its  analysis,  Runzheimer  assumed 
that  federally  controlled  roadways  are 
typically  composed  of  concrete  and/or 
high-load  asphalt  and  that  locally 
controlled  roadways  are  typically 
composed  of  low-load  asphalt.  EPA’s 
research  indicates  that  cars  are  generally 
more  fuel-efficient  on  the  firmer,  high- 
load  surfaces  than  on  the  softer,  low- 
load  surfaces. 

Although  traffic  patterns  and  road 
usage  certainly  vary  among  eireas, 
Runzheimer  could  find  no  relevant 
studies  of  these  issues.  Therefore, 
Rimzheimer  assumed  that  federally 
controlled  roadways  generally  support 
twice  the  traffic  of  or  are  used  at  least 
twice  as  much  as  locally  controlled 
roadways. 

In  each  allowance  area,  Runzheimer 
researched  the  total  mileage  falling  into 
either  the  federal  or  local  categories.  For 
example,  Hawaii  contains  1,456  miles  of 
federdly  controlled  roads  and  2,606 
miles  of  locally  controlled  roads.  The 
usage  assumption  allowed  Runzheimer 
to  increase  federal  road  mileage  by  a 
factor  of  two. 

Rimzheimer  applied  the  average  low- 
load  asphalt  factor  (which  reflects  dry, 
wet,  and  snowy  conditions)  to  the  local 
mileage  percentage  and  the  average 
concrete  and/or  high-load  asphalt  factor 
to  the  federal  mileage  percentage  to 
create  a  weighted  average  factor  for  each 
area.  These  weighted  factors  for  Alaska 
ranged  from  0.94  to  0.97  For  all  other 
areas,  the  weighted  factors  ranged  from 
0.96  to  1.00.  The  Washington,  DC,  area 
was  assigned  a  factor  of  1.00  on  the 
premise  that  the  vast  majority  of  traffic 
in  that  area  travels  on  dry,  high-load 
surfaces.  (See  section  5. 2. 3.4  for 
application  of  this  factor  in  estimating 
overall  miles-per-gallon.) 

5. 2. 3. 3.  Impact  of  Gradient  Upon  Fuel 
Performance 

Runzheimer  consulted  EPA’s 
Passenger  Car  Fuel  Economy:  EPA  and 
Road  to  determine  the  effect  of  local 
topography  (i.e.,  gradient)  upon  fuel 
efficiency.  EPA  provides  mileage  factors 
based  upon  various  gradients  ranging 
from  less  than  0.5%  (essentially  flat)  to 
greater  than  6%  (steep). 

Runzheimer  reviewed  the  topographic 
features  of  each  area  and  found  a  wide 
range  of  road  conditions.  However, 
Runzheimer  was  unable  to  find 
information  on  the  types  of  terrain 
drivers  typically  encounter  in  each  area 
or  the  number  of  miles  drivers  travel  in 
each  type  of  terrain. 

Lacking  such  information, 
Runzheimer  assumed  that  drivers  in  the 
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allowance  areas  generally  travel  roads 
having  approximately  the  same 
gradients  that  are  found  on  average  in 
the  United  States.  Applying  the 
information  from  EPA’s  research. 
Runzheimer  computed  a  fuel- 
performance  factor  of  0.981  for  this  type 
of  driving.  This  factor  was  assigned  to 
each  allowance  area.  Runzheimer 
assigned  a  factor  of  1.00  to  the 
Washington,  DC.  area  on  the  premise 
that  the  vast  ma)ority  of  traffic  in  that 
area  travels  on  major  freeways  and 


highways  that  are  relatively  flat.  (See 
section  5.2.3.4  for  application  of  this 
factor  in  estimating  overall  fuel 
efficiency.) 

5.2.3.4  Overall  Impact  Upon  Fuel 
Performance 

Runzheimer  applied  the  results  of  the 
analyses  described  above  to  "localize” 
or  make  geographically  sensitive 
adjustments  to  the  EPA  average  ratings 
and  establish  rea.sonable  fuel- 
performance  ratings  for  each  allowance 
area. 


In  the  table  below,  the  factor  1.00 
means  that  no  adjustment  to  EPA  fuel 
performance  is  appropriate.  A  factor  of 
less  than  1.00  means  that  the  estimated 
gasoline  mileage  in  the  area  is  less  than 
the  EPA  average.  For  example,  the  total 
adjustment  factor  for  Fairbanlu/Nome  is 
0.80.  This  means  that  the  estimated 
gasoline  mileage  in  Fairbanks  and  Nome 
is  80%  of  the  ^A  estimated  average. 
Note  that  the  adjustment  factor  for  the 
Washington.  DC,  area  (0.94)  indicates 
that  average  gasoline  E^eage  in  that 
area  is  below  the  EPA  estimate  also. 


Summary  of  Fuel-Performance  Adjustments 


Location 

Tempera¬ 

ture 

Road  sur¬ 
face 

Qiadient 

T<^ 

Anchorage  . . . . . . 

0.88 

0.96 

0.98 

0.83 

Fairbanks/Nome . . . 

.85 

.96 

.98 

.80 

.liinAflii  . 

.89 

.96 

.98 

.64 

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . 

.99 

.98 

.98 

.95 

.99 

.98 

.98 

.95 

. . . , . ,  .  , . „ 

Puerto  Rico . . . . . . . . . . . . 

1.01 

.98 

.98 

Jdl 

Virgin  Islands _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

1.01 

.98 

.98 

.97 

Washington,  DC  . . . . . . 

.94 

1.00 

1.00 

.94 

Note:  These  adjustments  compound.  That 
is.  the  Total  adjustment  is  the  result  of 
multiplying  the  three  individual  factors 
togeSher  for  each  location/area. 

5.2.4  Vehicle  Maintenance 

With  OPM’s  concurrence, 

Runzheimer  selected  the  five  most 
common  maintenance  service/repair 
jobs  performed  on  vehicles  as  the  basis 
for  vehicle  maintenance  analysis: 

•  Tune-up, 

•  Oil  change,  , 

•  Automatic  transmission  fluid 
chanM, 

•  Flush/fiU  coolant,  and 

•  Muffler  installation. 

Automobile  manufacturers* 

recommended  maintenance  schedules 
were  used  to  determine  the  frequency  of 
performing  each  of  these  maintenance 
jobs.  Maintenance  schedules  vary, 
depending  on  the  driving  conditions 
typically  encountered.  Consistent  with 
the  assumptions  used  for  fuel  economy 
and  tire  mileage,  Runzheimer  assumed 
that  driving  conditions  in  the  allowance 
areas  were  generally  severe  and  used  the 
maintenance  schedules  that  reflected 
that  kind  of  driving.  For  the  DC,  area, 
Rimzheimer  assumed  that  driving 
conditions  were  normal  and  used  the 
maintenance  schedules  that  reflected 
that  kind  of  driving. 

The  recommended  frequency  of 
performing  each  of  these  jobs  was 
combined  with  the  prices  charged  by 
local  dealers  and  service  stations  to 
compute  an  estimated  annual 
maintenance  expense. 


For  Alaska,  Runzheimer  included 
constant  velocity  (CV)  joint  boots  as 
well.  Runzheimer’s  research  of  CV  joint 
boot  replacement  revealed  varying 
replacement  cycles  betwemi  Alaskan 
allowance  areas:  Anchorage — every 
45,000  miles  (3  years),  Fairbanks — every 
15,000  miles  (1  year),  Juneau— every 
45,000  miles  (3  years)  and  Nome— every 
30,000  miles  (2  years).  The  cost  of 
replacement  for  all  three  vehicle  types 
has  been  factored  into  the  indexes  based 
upon  the  life  cycle  of  the  replacement. 
For  example,  100%  of  the  cost  was 
included  for  Fairbanks  because  research 
indicated  annual  replacement  was  the 
norm.  Only  50%  of  the  cost  was 
included  for  Nome  where  research 
indicated  bi-annual  replacement. 

5.2.5  Tires 

Research  previously  conducted  by 
Rimzheimer  for  OPM  (see  the  June  1992 
report)  revealed  that  various  f^ors 
(e.g.,  road  quality/state  of  repair,  road 
composition)  caused  tread  life  (the 
average  number  of  miles  a  tire  is 
expected  to  last)  to  be  less  in  allowance 
areas  than  in  the  Washington.  DC,  area. 
Based  on  these  findings  (some  of  which 
were  quantitative).  Rim^eimer  based 
tire  expenses  on  a  40,000-mile  tread-life 
in  allowance  areas,  and  a  55,000-mile 
tread-life  in  the  Washington,  DC,  area. 

Runzheimer’s  research  also  indicated 
that  four  extra  snow  tires,  with  studs, 
would  be  required  for  all  three  vehicles 
in  Anchorage,  Fairbanks,  and  Juneau. 
For  Nome,  Rimzheimer’s  research 


revealed  that  mud  and  snow  tires  would 
be  appropriate  for  the  SlO  Blazer  but  not 
the  other  two  vehicles  because  all- 
season  radials  were  reported  to  be  the 
norm.  (Most  of  the  driving  in  Nome 
occurs  within  a  very  conned  area.) 
Therefore,  as  with  the  previous  survey, 
Runzheimer  surveyed  the  cost  of  extra 
wheels,  extra  tires,  and  installing  studs 
for  all  vehicles  in  Anchorage.  Fairbanks, 
and  Juneau  and  the  additional  cost  of 
mud  and  snow  tires  for  the  SlO  Blazer 
in  Nome. 

5.2.6  License  and  Registration  Fees, 
and  Miscellaneous  Tax 

Runzheimer  obtained  information 
regarding  appropriate  license  and 
registration  fees,  and  miscellaneous 
taxes  (i.e.,  personal  property  tax  and 
motor  vehicle  registration  tax)  from  each 
area.  One-time  fees  and  miscellaneous 
taxes  were  divided  equally  over  each 
vehicle’s  four-year  tr^e  cycle.  Sales 
and  excise  taxes  were  included  in  the 
purchase  price  of  each  vehicle  (see 
section  5.2.7).  Ongoing  fees  and  taxes 
were  included  as  part  of  the  annual 
costs. 

5.2.7  Depreciation 

From  Runzheimer’s  experience,  the 
single  largest  annual  expense  related  to 
owning  and  operating  newer  vehicles  is 
vehicle  depreciation,  the  lost  value  of 
the  vehicle  as  it  ages  and  is  driven.  To 
calculate  average  annual  depreciation. 

,  Runzheimer  divides  the  difference 
between  the  purchase  price  and  the 
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residual  value  by  the  number  of  years 
the  vehicle  is  owned. 

In  the  depreciation  equation, 
Runzheimer  used  suggested  retail 
prices,  plus  any  additional  charges, 
such  as  shipping,  excise  tax,  dealer 
prep,  and  additional  dealer  markup. 
(Runzheimer  did  not  believe  that 
negotiated  prices  could  be  collected  on 
an  equitable  basis.)  As  discussed  earlier, 
the  trade  cycle  was  determined  to  be 
four  years,  60,000  miles.  Rimzheimer 
research  indicated  that  residual  values 
were  the  same  in  all  areas  except 
Fairbanks  and  Nome.  This  research 
e^^ort  is  explained  below. 

Runzheimer  is  aware  that  several 
firms  and  associations  track  and  publish 
weekly  or  monthly  used-car  and  used- 
truck  wholesale  auction  prices.  Some 
firms  even  publish  projections  of  the 
futiire  value  of  today’s  new  vehicles. 
Most  publications  provide  several 
residual  values  for  each  vehicle, 
depending  on  its  condition  at  the  time 
of  trade-in  (e.g.,  clean,  average,  rough). 
Several  common  publications  of  this 
type  are  Black  Book,  Kelley  Blue  Book, 
Automotive  Market  Report,  and  NADA 
(National  Automobile  Dealers 
Association).  Unfortunately,  these 
sources  only  track  prices  for  vehicles 
sold  in  the  contiguous  48  states  and 
then  publish  broad-based  average 
residual  values  for  each  vehicle. 

To  get  specific  information  finm 
sources  knowledgeable  about  the  used 
vehicle  markets  in  allowance  areas, 
Rimzheimer  contacted  auto  dealers  and 
financial  institutions  in  these  areas. 

Most  of  the  sources  with  whom 
Rimzheimer  spoke  said  that  they  used 
the  above-mentioned  publications  as 
guides,  just  as  dealers  and  financial 
institutions  across  the  United  States 
used  them. 

Except  for  Fairbanks  and  Nome, 
Runzheimer  foimd  no  conclusive 
evidence  that  used  vehicles  in 
allowance  areas  were  (on  average)  worth 
more  or  less  than  used  vehicles  in  the 
Washington,  DC,  area.  Therefore,  we 
reported  the  same  used  vehicle  prices  in 
all  areas  (except  Fairbanks  and  Nome). 
An  appropriate  and  logical  source  for 
these  values  was  the  April  15, 1992, 
issue  of  Black  Book  Official  Finance/ 
Lease  Guide  for  1992  vehicles  (summer 
pricing)  and  the  October  15, 1992,  issue 
for  1993  vehicles  (winter  pricing).  For 
Fairbanks  and  Nome,  Runzheimer  used 
90%  of  the  Black  Book  projected 
residual  values  to  reflect  rough 
conditions. 

It  should  be  noted  for  clarification 
that  identical  residual  values  did  not 
translate  into  identical  depreciation 
amounts  in  all  locations.  Depreciation 
amounts  were  higher  in  allowance  areas 


than  in  the  Washington,  DC,  area 
because  new  vehicle  prices  in  all 
allowance  areas  were  higher.  For 
example,  new  vehicle  prices  in  Puerto 
Rico  averaged  50%  more  than 
Washington,  DC,  prices. 

5.2.8  Finance  Expense 

Rimzheimer  included  the  average 

annual  cost  of  financing  a  vehicle  in  the 
total  cost  of  private  transportation. 
Runzheimer  surveyed  automobile 
dealerships  in  Puerto  Rico  and  banks  in 
all  other  areas  for  their  auto-loan 
interest  rates,  using  a  48-month  loan 
length  with  80%  financing  as  the  basis 
in  all  locations. 

5.2.9  Vehicle  Insurance 

Runzheimer  measured  the  cost  of  auto 
insurance  in  each  location.  To 
determine  the  type  of  coverage  to  price, 
Runzheimer  contacted  insurance  agents 
in  each  area  to  obtain  information  on 
the  typical  poUcy.  Listed  below  are  the 
most  common  coverages,  limits,  and 
deductibles  for  the  surveyed  living-cost 
areas. 

Bodily  Injury . $50,000/$100,000 

Property  Damage . $25,000 

Medical . $5,000 

Uninsured  Motorist . $50,000/$100,000 

Comprehensive . $100  Deductible 

Collision . $250  Deductible 

Runzheimer  found  that  insurance 
companies  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands  provide  slightly  different  Umits 
and  deductibles  than  those  fisted  above; 
therefore,  Runzheimer  and  0PM  agreed 
to  incorporate  the  premiums  associated 
with  these  different  limits  and 
deductibles  into  the  indexes. 

In  1990,  Runzheimer  identified  the 
most  “popular”  automobile  insurance 
companies  by  analyzing  market-share 
reports  compiled  by  an  industry  rating 
bureau.  The  policy  described  above  was 
then  priced  again  this  year  for  each 
location.  Two  or  three  price  quotes  were 
obtained  for  each  area  and  averaged 
together  to  produce  the  final  number  for 
this  component  in  each  allowance  area. 

5.3  Public  Transportation 
Methodology 

As  was  done  last  year,  Runzheimer 
surveyed  the  cost  of  air  fares  as  they  , 
relate  to  recreational  travel.  Runzheimer 
priced  the  lowest  available  round-trip 
air  fare  from  each  allowance  area  and 
the  Washington,  DC,  area  to  Los 
Angeles,  California.  Los  Angeles  was 
selected  because  it  is  a  common  point 
approximately  equidistant  from  most  of 
the  allowance  areas  and  the 
Washington,  DC,  area.  The  cost  of  the 
trip  fi-om  each  allowance  area  to  Los 
Angeles  was  compared  with  the  cost  of 
the  trip  from  the  Washington,  DC,  area 


to  Los  Angeles  to  compute  the  public 
transportation  category  indexes.  (See 
Appendix  11.) 

5.4  Transportation  Survey  Results 

Runzheimer  measured  the  costs  for 
fuel,  maintenance  and  oil,  tires, 
licensing,  taxes,  depreciation,  finance, 
and  insurance  for  three  types  of 
automobiles  in  each  allowance  area  and 
in  the  Washington,  DC,  area  to 
determine  typical  private  transportation 
costs.  Appendix  10  shows  the  cost  of 
each  of  these  items  in  each  area.  As  with 
the  housing  costs,  private  transportation 
costs  for  the  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii 
County  allowance  areas  are  shown 
separately  for  Mayaguez  and  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  Hilo  and  Kailua  Kona, 
Hawaii,  respectively.  These  data  are 
combined  to  produce  composite  costs 
for  each  allowance  area  using  the 
respective  federal  employment 
distributions.  (See  sections  2.5  and  2.6 
for  a  discussion  of  employment 
weighing  in  these  two  areas.) 

Runzheimer  also  measured  the  cost  of 
recreational  air  travel  fi'om  each 
allowance  area  and  from  the 
Washington,  DC,  area  to  a  common 
point  within  the  contiguous  48  states. 
Appendix  11  shows  the  cost  of  these  air 
fares  and  their  relationship  to  the  cos^ 
for  the  Washington,  E)C,  area.  Again, 
there  eire  sepeurate  calculations  for  the 
sub-areas  in  the  Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii 
County  allowance  areas. 

Appendix  11  compares  the  total  cost 
of  the  private  transportation  items  for 
each  vehicle  in  each  allowance  area 
with  the  total  cost  of  the  same  items  in 
the  Washington,  DC,  area.  Appendix  11 
also  shows  how  the  private  and  public 
transportation  indexes  were  combined 
using  expenditure  weights  derived  fi'om 
the  CES  data  to  produce  final 
transportation  indexes. 

The  final  transportation  indexes  are 
used  in  Appendix  13  to  derive  the  total 
overall  index.  (Refer  to  section  2.2  for  a 
discussion  of  the  general  formulae  and 
how  the  component  indexes  are 
combined.) 

6.  Miscellaneous  Expenses 
6.1  Component  Overview 

The  Miscellaneous  Expense 
component  consists  primarily  of  four 
unrelated  groups  of  expenses; 

•  Medical  care, 

•  Contributions  (including  gifts  to 
non-family  members), 

•  Personal  insurance,  and 

•  Savings  and  investments  (including 
pensions). 

Runzheimer  believes  that  certain 
miscellaneous  expense  items  should  not 
affect  living-cost  differences  between 
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locations.  For  example,  Runzheimer 
considers  charitable  contributions  a 
personal  choice,  so  we  include  this 
expenditure  as  a  constant  amoimt  in  all 
locations.  Based  on  research  into  all  of 
the  expenses  of  this  component, 
Runzheimer  also  regards  expenses 
related  to  personal  insurance,  savings 
and  investments,  and  pensions  as 
constants,  for  reasons  discussed  in 
section  6.2.2. 

To  measure  the  miscellaneous 
expenses,  Rimzheimer  constructed  a 
pricing  methodology  similar  to  the  one 
used  in  the  Goods  &  Services 
component.  Runzheimer  selected 
representative  items  for  medical  care, 
priced  them  in  all  areas,  and  then 
computed  a  Miscellaneous  Expense 
component  index  based  on  the  relative 
importance  of  costed  items/categories 
held  constant. 

6.2  Miscellaneous  Expense  Model 
6.2.1  Expenditure  Research 

From  the  1988  CES,  Rimzheimer 
tabulated  the  miscellaneous  expense 
data  into  logical  expense  groupings  and 
then  determined  the  appropriate  item 
weighting.  The  table  on  the  following 
page  lists  the  categories  that 
Runzheimer  selected  to  price  and  their 
weights: 


Miscellaneous  Expense 
Categories  &  Weights 


Income  level 

Cagegories 

Lower 

Middle 

Upper 

(percent) 

(percent) 

(percent) 

Medical  care 
Contribu- 

43.41 

31.56 

22.40 

tions  (in¬ 
cluding 
gifts)  ’ . 

12.38 

14.90 

16.85 

Personal  in- 

surance 

and  pen¬ 
sions’  . 

44.21 

53.54 

60.75 

Totais . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

1  Held  constant. 


6.2.2  Miscellaneous  Expense 
Methodology 

As  stated  in  section  2.2,  Runzheimer 
used  the  Laspeyres  indexing 
methodology  to  compute  the 
Miscellaneous  Expense  component 
index.  For  groups  of  items  held 
constant,  the  model  assumed  a  price 
ratio  between  the  allowance  area  and 
the  Washington,  DC.  area  equal  to 
100.00%. 

Rvmzheimer  defined  “savings  and 
investments”  as  the  portion  of  a  family’s 
budget  that  was  targeted  for  long-term 
financial  security.  Money  stored  in  a 


savings  or  investment  vehicle  for  future 
expenditures  (of  goods  and  services, 
housing,  or  transportation)  was 
accounted  for  in  the  other  component 
weightings.  Based  on  this  reasoning, 
within  the  Miscellaneous  Expense 
component,  Rimzheimer  equated  long¬ 
term  savings  and  investments  with 
money  spent  on  pensions  and  other 
retirement  vehicles. 

In  section  6.1.  we  noted  that  expenses 
related  to  personal  insurance  were  held 
constant  for  all  locations.  This  was 
based  on  information  received  from  life 
insurance  companies  and  0PM  officials. 
The  life  insurance  companies  contacted 
indicated  that  policies  written  (and 
premiums  charged)  to  persons  within 
the  United  States  and  its  territories  did 
not  vary  due  to  location.  Rtmzheimer’s 
research  and  discussions  with  0PM 
officials  also  indicated  that,  in  general, 
federal  employees  in  all  areas  received 
similar  or  identical  benefits  packages — 
any  variations  were  due  to  person^ 
preference.  Therefore,  Rimzheimer 
believed,  and  0PM  concurred,  that 
holding  these  types  of  expenses 
constant  was  appropriate. 

6.3  Miscellaneous  Expense  Data 
Collection  Procedures 

Medical  care  items  were  svirveyed 
consistent  with  the  approach  used  in 
the  Goods  &  Services  component.  For 
quality-control  purposes,  Rvmzheimer 
used  its  in-house  research  staff  to 
conduct  much  of  this  survey. 

The  following  medical-care  items 
were  priced  in  each  allowance  area  and 
in  the  Washington,  DC,  area: 

•  Nonprescription  pain  reliever 

•  Prescription  drugs 

•  Vision  check 

•  Dental  service 

•  Doctor  visit 

•  Hospital  room 

•  Health  insurance 

Rvmzheimer  computed  a  Medical  Care 
subcategory  price  index  for  each  item  in 
each  allowance  area  by  comparing  each 
local  average  price  with  the 
Washington,  DC,  area  average  prices. 
These  indexes  were  combined  using 
weights  derived  finm  the  CES  to 
compute  a  Medical  Care  subcategory 
index  for  each  allowance  area. 

6.4  Miscellaneous  Expense  Survey 
Results 

Appendix  12  contains  the  results  of 
our  data  collection  and  index 
calculations.  The  reader  will  note  that 
the  relatively  large  weighting  for 
personal  insurance/pensions  and  cash 
contribution,  which  are  held  constant, 
significantly  dampens  the  effect  of  the 
cost  differences  between  the  allowance 
areas  and  the  Washington,  DC,  area. 


Section  2.2  describes  how  the 
Miscellaneous  Expense  component 
indexes  are  combined  with  ffie  other 
component  indexes  to  derive  the  final 
index  for  each  area. 

7.  Final  Results 

7.1  Total  Comparative  Cost  Indexes 

The  total  comparative  cost  indexes 
appear  below.  Appendix  13  shows  how 
each  index  was  derived  from  the 
component  indexes. 


Final  Cost  Comparison  Indexes 


Allowance  area 

Local 

pricing 

Com¬ 
missary 
and  ex¬ 
change 

Anchorage,  Alaska . 

106.40 

102.92 

Fairbanks,  Alaska . 

106.39 

104.11 

Juneau,  Alaska . 

110.16 

NA 

Other  Areas  in  Alaska  ’ 

124.95 

NA 

City  &  Cnty  of  Honolulu, 

Hawaii . 

121.46 

117.19 

Hawaii  Cnty,  Hawaii . 

111.55 

NA 

Kauai  Cnty,  Hawaii . 

116.75 

NA 

Maui  Cnty,  Hawaii . 

120.48 

NA 

Guam,CNMl2 . 

121.55 

117.20 

Puerto  Rico . 

103.94 

102.16 

St  Croix,  Virgin  Islands 

112.90 

NA 

St.  Thomas  and  St 

John,  Virgin  Islands  .. 

116.67 

NA 

1  As  represented  by  Nome,  AK. 

2  Commonwealth  of  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands. 

NAsNot  applicable. 

7.2  General  Comments 

Rvmzheimer’s  primary  goal 

throughout  its  work  on  each  study  has 
been  to  bring  fairness  and  accuracy  to 
the  results.  The  scope  of  this  multi-year 
engagement  has  become  more 
comprehensive  by  virtue  of  special 
research  projects,  seasonal  pricings, 
expanded  marketbasket  pricings  and 
other  efforts.  Rvmzheimer  believes  that 
living-cost  research  is  a  dynamic 
process,  not  a  static  one,  and  that  fresh 
research  and  analysis  will  enhance 
further  the  quality  of  the  survey  and  the 
findings.  Moreover,  we  believe  that 
planned,  ongoing  interaction  with  0PM 
will  aid  the  process  and  improve 
accuracy. 

7.3  Recommendations 

Scattered  throughout  this  report, 
Runzheimer  identified  several 
opportvmities  for  improving  the  quality 
of  the  survey  instruments  and  the 
survey  process.  For  ease  of  reference,  we 
summarize  them  here  and  provide 
additional  recommendations. 

1.  Income  Taxes:  Income  taxes 
significantly  affect  living-cost  analyses. 
ConsequenUy,  Rvmzheimer  believes  that 
OPM  should  consider  researching  the 
inclusion  of  income  taxes  in  the  futvne. 
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2.  Salary  Levels  and  Employment 
Distributions:  Runzheimer  recognizes 
that  it  applied  the  same  salary  levels 
and  fMlei^  employment  wei^ts  in  this 
report  as  it  did  in  the  first.  We  believe, 
however,  that  new  salaries  and  weights 
should  be  incorporated  into  the 
computaticmal  process  over  time.  The 


timing  of  sudi  changes  should  be 
balanced  against  the  need  to  stabilize 
results  so  d^t  the  indexes  do  not 
fluctuate  due  to  changes  in  weights 
rather  than  changes  in  relative  prices. 

3.  Consume &q)enditure  Survey 
Data:  Conforming  with  the  process  for 
each  study  to  date.  Runzheimer  used  the 


Bureau  of  Labw  Statistic’s  "prepub” 
statistical  reports  from  the  1988 
Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES). 
Runzheimer  recommends,  however,  that 
0PM  implement  a  system  to  enable 
gradual  introduction  into  the  model  of 
changes  as  reflected  by  the  CES  results. 


Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES) 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  aM  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13. 1990] 


June  7, 1990 


Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Number  of  consumer  units  (in  thou¬ 
sands)  . . . 

81354 

9433 

8219 

14586 

10901 

7198 

12209 

Number  of  santpie  interviews  _ _ 

30900 

3500 

3107 

5496 

4119 

2849 

4983 

Consumer  unit  characteristics: 

Income  before  taxes  1 _ 

$28540 

$12320 

$17373 

$24591 

$34375 

$44331 

$74234 

Income  after  taxes' _ 

26149 

11892 

16345 

22963 

31660 

40100 

66345 

Average  number  of  persons  in 

consumer  unit _ _ 

2.6 

2.2 

2.5 

2.7 

2.9 

3.2 

3.1 

Age  of  reference  person  ..  _ 

46.9 

50.1 

46.5 

44.7 

43.2 

42.3 

45.3 

A^rage  number  in  consumer  unit 

Earners . 

1.4 

0.9 

1.2 

1.5 

1.8 

2.0 

2.1 

Vehicies . 

2.0 

1.4 

1.9 

2.2 

2.6 

2.7 

3.1 

ChHdrsn  under  18  ............. _ 

0.7 

0.6 

0.7 

0.7 

0.9 

1.0 

0.8 

Persons  65  and  over _ 

0.3 

0.5 

0.4 

0.3 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

Percent  distribution: 

MaIa 

66 

57 

64 

71 

78 

82 

87 

Female . 

34 

43 

36 

29 

22 

16 

13 

Homeowner  with  mortgage  . 

38 

15 

26 

36 

52 

64 

76 

Homeowner  without  mortgage 

24 

32 

26 

25 

18 

14 

14 

Renter . 

39 

53 

47 

39 

30 

21 

11 

Black . . . . 

11 

12 

10 

10 

5 

6 

4 

White  and  other . . . . . 

89 

88 

90 

90 

95 

94 

96 

Elementary  (1-8)  . . 

11 

17 

12 

8 

5 

2 

3 

High  school  (9-12)  . 

44 

51 

54 

48 

42 

40 

24 

Coiiege - 

44 

31 

34 

44 

53 

58 

73 

Never  attended  and  other  _ 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

At  least  one  vehide  owned  . . . 

86 

84 

91 

95 

96 

97 

97 

Average  annual  expenditures _  _ 

26389.07 

16788.64 

19558.35 

24896.36 

31659.60 

37562.00 

52320.19 

Food . . 

3804.39 

2777.33 

3194.53 

3765.02 

4587.49 

5281.61 

6296.11 

Food  at  home . . . 

2176.94 

1809.23 

1954.49 

2174.01 

2556.74 

2906.55 

3109.86 

^Cereals  and  bakery  prod- 

ucts  . 

317.03 

266.20 

274.62 

320.55 

375.38 

417.06 

450.19 

‘Cereals  and  cereal 

products _ 

111.15 

101.45 

100.46 

111.31 

134.59 

145.71 

138.66 

•Flour _ 

4.83 

6.43 

4.59 

4.99 

5.06 

4.15 

4.17 

•Prepared  Hour  mixes 

9.88 

9.30 

9.21 

10.32 

11.92 

14.72 

12.18 

•Re^-to-eat  and 

cooked  cereals _ 

73.49 

65.38 

65.31 

72.80 

89.56 

98.06 

92.85 

•Rice . . 

7.98 

8.00 

6.06 

7.95 

9.66 

9.48 

10.14 

•Pasta,  commeal  and 

other  cereals . 

14.97 

12.33 

15.29 

15.24 

18.39 

19.30 

19.34 

•Bakery  products _ 

205.88 

164.75 

174.16 

209.23 

240.80 

271.35 

311.53 

•Bread  . 

65.72 

58.48 

<  61.24 

68.58 

72.19 

'78.50 

86.03 

•White  bread  . 

35.48 

32.79 

33.61 

38.12 

39.98 

39.46 

42.54 

•Bread,  other  than 

white  . . . 

30.24 

25.69 

27.63 

30.46 

32.21 

39.05 

43.49 

•Crackers  and  cook¬ 
ies  . 

51.76 

41.43 

42.92 

53.39 

60.40 

75.75 

77.18 

•Cookies _ 

32.19 

24.30 

27.96 

33.01 

35.93 

47.99 

49.96 

•Crackers _ 

19.57 

17.13 

14.94 

2088 

24.46 

27.76 

27.21 

•Frozen  and  refrig¬ 
erated  bakery  prod- 

ucts . 

13.55 

10.10 

10.54 

13.12 

1589 

17.64 

2489 

•Other  bakery  prod- 

ucts . . . 

74.84 

54.74 

59.46 

74.14 

92.92 

99.46 

123.44 

•Biscuits  and  roils  — 

26.62 

18.31 

20.95 

27.08 

30.87 

38.69 

45.14 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  an  consumer  units,  Cortsumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13, 1990] 


June  7, 1990 


Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

*Cakes  and  cupcakes 

20.31 

13.30 

15.37 

21.50 

26.94 

26.92 

31.29 

’Bread  and  cracker 
products . 

2.82 

2.70 

2.40 

2.36 

3.73 

4.07 

4.89 

’Sweetrotls,  coffee 
cakes,  doughmjts  .. 

19.60 

15.04 

15.68 

18.44 

23.22 

23.31 

33.90 

’Pies,  tarts,  turnovers 

5.48 

5.38 

5.07 

4.76 

8.16 

6.48 

8.22 

’Meats,  poultry,  fish  and 
eggs . 

560.01 

477.38 

555.07 

541.91 

635.94 

699.55 

812.35 

’Beef . 

183.66 

152.35 

204.56 

185.96 

215.42 

225.57 

263.75 

’Ground  beef . 

79.09 

71.32 

84.22 

79.31 

-  96.47 

91.12 

101.79 

’Roast . 

33.40 

28.09 

34.54 

34.19 

35.85 

40.13 

50.81 

’Chuck  roast . 

13.23 

13.36 

14.43 

13.12 

16.66 

14.71 

17.87 

’Round  roast . 

9.13 

7.79 

10.19 

8.42 

8.60 

15.67 

13.71 

’Other  roast . 

11.04 

8.93 

9.92 

12.65 

10.38 

9.75 

19.23 

’Steak . 

59.01 

41.47 

71.43 

61.32 

70.25 

77.08 

93.67 

’Round  steak . 

11.62 

11.60 

16.74 

13.83 

12.33 

11.66 

13.85 

’Sirioin  steak  . 

12.96 

8.51 

11.79 

12.72 

14.53 

20.48 

24.43 

’Other  steak . 

34.42 

21.36 

42.90 

34.77 

43.40 

44.94 

55.39 

’Other  beef . 

12.17 

11.47 

14.37 

11.14 

12.84 

17.24 

17.48 

’Pork . 

114.19 

104.51 

108.16 

10^.24 

132.60 

131.31 

157.61 

’Bacon . 

20.23 

24.20 

17.46 

18.44 

23.15 

18.48 

25.09 

’Pork  chops . 

27.10 

19.23 

28.84 

25.14 

36.30 

28.37 

34.33 

’Ham  . 

27.43 

25.79 

27.94 

28.11 

31.54 

35.35 

39.08 

’Ham,  not  canned . 

24.47 

21.68 

25.11 

26.25 

28.62 

29.58 

36.43 

’Canned  ham . 

2.96 

4.10 

2.83 

1.86 

2.92 

5.77 

2.65 

’Sausage . 

16.60 

14.09 

17.07 

13.98 

17.67 

22.46 

23.28 

’Other  pork . 

22.83 

21.21 

16.84 

22.58 

23.95 

26.65 

35.83 

’Other  meats  . 

83.61 

71.60 

75.58 

79.96 

98.98 

13.62 

118.21 

’Frankfurters . 

17.37 

15.97 

17.17 

17.77 

19.56 

21.76 

22.58 

’Lunch  meats  (cold 
cuts) . 

58.88 

49.13 

49.48 

56.28 

71.83 

80.88 

86.21 

’Bologna,  liverwurst, 
salami  . 

19.11 

17.97 

16.54 

19.36 

22.06 

23.99 

25.51 

’Other  lunchmeats  .... 

39.78 

31.16 

32.94 

36.92 

49.77 

56.89 

60.70 

’Lamb,  organ  meats 
and  others . 

7.36 

6.51 

8.93 

5.91 

7.58 

10.98 

9.42 

’Lamb  and  orgetn 
meats . 

6.17 

5.97 

5.33 

4.82 

7.57 

8.63 

8.50 

’Mutton,  goat  and 
game . 

1.19 

0.54 

3.60 

1.10 

0.01 

2.36 

0.92 

’Poultry . 

85.49 

69.40 

81.53 

82.16 

85.67 

111.40 

133.20 

’Fresh  and  frozen 
chickens . 

66.41 

55.25 

66.61 

65.26 

66.71 

81.88 

96.35 

’Fresh  whole  chicken 

17.24 

17.03 

17.44 

20.11 

14.32 

16.24 

23.38 

’Fresh  and  frozen 
chicken  parts  . 

49.17 

38.22 

49.18 

45.15 

52.39 

65.64 

72.97 

’Other  poultry,  inci 
whole  frzn  chickens 

19.08 

14.15 

14.91 

16.91 

18.96 

29.52 

36.85 

’Fish  and  seafood  . 

65.24 

50.44 

57.57 

56.89 

74.24 

86.03 

109.89 

’Canned  fish  and 
seafood . 

17.95 

14.01 

15.77 

16.67 

23.21 

21.96 

26.53 

’Fresh  and  frozen 
shellfish . 

14.98 

5.89 

17.35 

14.09 

15.81 

18.33 

32.78 

’Fresh  and  frozen 
finfish  . 

32.31 

30.53 

24.45 

26.13 

35.23 

45.74 

50.59 

•Eggs  . 

27.83 

29.08 

27.68 

28.69 

29.02 

31.61 

39.68 

’Dairy  products . 

277.91 

237.49 

246.39 

287.05 

337.97 

365.06 

383.11 

’Fresh  milk  and 
cream . 

134.41 

132.08 

125.44 

135.91 

160.12 

158.15 

168.53 

’Whole  milk  . 

52.12 

58.46 

57.48 

57.54 

55.58 

44.53 

55.37 

’Other  milk  and 
cream . 

82.29 

73.61 

67.97 

78.37 

104.54 

113.61 

113.17 

’Other  dairy  products 

143.50 

105.41 

120.95 

151.15 

177.85 

206.92 

214.57 

’Butter  . 

8.89 

8.28 

8.17 

8.63 

9.20 

12.22 

13.04 

’Cheese . 

79.01 

54.41 

69.16 

83.03 

98.98 

111.72 

11S.08 
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APPENDIX  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  aH  cortsumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13, 1990] 


June  7, 1990 

l»n 

Total  com- 
plete  reporF 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to  1 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

*tce  cream  aixl  relat¬ 
ed  products . . 

41.68 

31.02 

33.95 

46.55 

53.10 

60.05 

61.85 

*Miscellaneous  dairy 
products  ..  . . 

13.93 

11.70 

9.67 

12.93 

16.57 

22.93 

20.60 

*Fruit8  and  vegetables  . 

376.38 

327.70 

335.02 

366.35 

441.76 

487.04 

526.17 

•Fresh  fruits . 

120.98 

102.64 

104.99 

116.33 

148.47 

156.62 

172.21 

•Apples _ _ 

21.57 

16.83 

17.80 

21.56 

26.58 

28.77 

29.44 

•Banarws _  _ 

20.65 

19.42 

19.04 

21.64 

24.06 

22.66 

27.22 

•Oranges _ _ 

10.98 

9.36 

9.43 

9.37 

15.38 

16.47 

14.72 

,  •Other  fresh  fruits . 

67.78 

57.02 

58.71 

63.75 

82.45 

88.72 

100.83 

•Fresh  vegetables . 

110.67 

101.90 

100.87 

106.30 

124.19 

123.40 

158.76 

•Potatoes  . . 

16.61 

13.93 

17.56 

15.59 

19.18 

20.55 

22.24 

•Lettuce  _ _ 

13.73 

11.36 

11.61 

12.80 

16.85 

16.95 

20.85 

Tomatoes  . . 

14.87 

13.49 

14.08 

14.64 

17.94 

16.43 

19.74 

•Other  fresh  vegeta¬ 
bles  . . . 

65.47 

63.12 

57.63 

63.28 

70.21 

69.47 

95.93 

•Processed  fruits . . 

86.81 

75.04 

80.64 

82.22 

98.04 

126.19 

121.27 

•Frozen  fruits  artd  fruit 
Juices . — . 

19.59 

17.95 

18.61 

18.42 

22.98 

32.00 

28.71 

•Frozen  orange  juice  . 

14.43 

13.60 

13.91 

14.55 

14.89 

21.97 

20.88 

•Other  frozen  fruits 
and  juices _ _ 

5.16 

4.35 

4.70 

3.87 

8.10 

10.03 

7.83 

•Canned  and  dried 
fruits . 

21.22 

18.05 

18.46 

20.85 

24.80 

32.50 

26.30 

•Fresh,  canned  or 
bottled  fnjit  juices  .. 

46.00 

39.04 

43.58 

42.95 

50.26 

61.68 

66.26 

•Processed  vegetables . 

57.92 

48.13 

48.52 

61.49 

71.05 

80.82 

73.92 

•Frozen  vegetables  ... 

21.30 

13.63 

16.57 

23.19 

27.40 

32.62 

31.07 

•Canned  and  dried 
vegetables  ^  and 
juices . . .'. . 

36.62 

34.50 

31.95 

38.30 

43.65 

48.21 

42.85 

•Canned  beans  . . 

6.64 

5.41 

6.00 

6.98 

7.85 

9.98 

7.27 

•Canned  com  — . 

4.21 

2.91 

3.86 

4.70 

4.31 

6.10 

4.37 

•Other  canned  and 
dried  veg.,  &  juices 

25.77 

26.17 

22.09 

26.62 

31.49 

32.12 

31.21 

•Other  food  at  home . 

645.61 

500.46 

543.39 

658.15 

765.69 

937.83 

938.05 

•Sugar  and  other  sweets  .. 

80.66 

65.44 

64.53 

82.49 

97.73 

122.23 

111.61 

•Candy  and  chewing 
gum . — . 

45.41 

32.09 

31.13 

46.37 

55.74 

75.32 

71.53 

•Sugar  _ _ _ 

17.07 

18.57 

17.60 

17.61 

18.27 

17.57 

16.01 

•Artificai  sweeteners  .. 

2.36 

1.56 

2.44 

2.90 

1.78 

3.70 

2.68 

•Jams,  preserves, 

other  sweets  . . 

15.82 

13.22 

13.36 

15.62 

21.94 

25.64 

21.39 

•Fats  and  oils  . . 

56.65 

48.51 

45.63 

59.62 

69.18 

76.24 

70.54 

•Margarine _ _ 

11.96 

10.65 

9.89 

12.19 

14.51 

15.78 

15.49 

•Other  fats,  oils,  and 
salad  dressing  . 

31.66 

26.57 

26.33 

32.32 

37.90 

45.04 

38.58 

•Nondairy  cream  arKj 
imitation  milk . 

4.49 

4.53 

3.64 

4.91 

4.72 

5.00 

4.89 

•Peanut  butler . . 

8.54 

6.75 

5.77 

10.20 

12.05 

10.42 

11.57 

•Miscellaneous  foods  . 

272.98 

209.21 

230.18 

278.73 

325.17 

410.76 

393.38 

•Frozen  prepared 

foods . 

46.13 

34.31 

44.35 

47.46 

54.87 

69.97 

66.8C 

•Frozen  meals . . 

16.75 

14.44 

19.43 

16.05 

23.09 

21.11 

23.97 

•Other  frozen  pre¬ 
pared  foods _ _ 

29.39 

19.87 

24.92 

31.41 

31.78 

48.86 

42.82 

•Canned  and 

packaged  soups  .... 

21.41 

17.65 

16.96 

21.06 

24.10 

35.62 

28.5C 

•Potato  chips,  nuts, 
arxj  other  snati<s  ... 

59.78 

41.00 

37.67 

64.36 

71.49 

95.82 

100.2C 

•Potato  chips  and 
other  snacks . 

46.79 

30.06 

31.54 

53.75 

55.18 

74.06 

77.21 

•Nuts . . . 

12.99 

10.94 

6.13 

10.61 

16.31 

21.76 

22.9^ 

•Condiments  and 

seasonings . 

61.52 

49.20 

56.11 

58.41 

77.90 

82.89 

92.11 
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APPENDIX  1.— Consumer  Expenotture  Survey  (CESy—Continued 

(By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expendttures  and  charadBrisMcs  of  eM  consumer  unMs,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1968,  Feb.  13. 1990] 


Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 


$10,000  to 

$14,999 


$15,000  to 
$19,999 


June  7, 1990 


$20,000  to 
$29,999 


$30,000  to  $40,000  to  $50,000  and 
$39,999  $49,999  over 


Salt  spices,  other 

seasonings . 

Olives,  pickles,  rel- 


*Sauces  and  gravies  . 
*Beiking  neete  and 

misc.  products  . 

‘Other  carwred/ 
packaged  prepared 


‘Salads  and  desserts 

‘Baby  food . 

‘Miscellaneous  pre¬ 
pared  foods . 

Nonalcoholic  beverages .. 


‘Roasted  coffee . 

‘Instant  and  freeze 

dried  coffee . 

‘Non-carbonated  fnjit 
flavored  drinks . 


‘Other  norvalcoholic 

beverages . 

‘Food  prepared  by  cu  on 

out  of  town  trips . 

Food  away  from  home . 

‘Meals  at  restaurants, 
carry-outs  &  (Xher . 


‘Snacks  and  non-al¬ 
coholic  beverage  ... 

‘Breakfast  and  bnjnch 

Board  (including  at  school) . 

Catered  affairs . . 

Food  on  out  of  town  trips  . 

School  lunches . 

Meals  as  pay . 

Alcoholic  beverages . 

‘At  home . 

‘Beer  and  ale . 

‘Whiskey . 


‘Other  alcoholic  beverages 

Away  from  home  . 

‘Beer  and  ale . 


‘Other  alcohotic  beverages . 

Alcoholic  beverages  purchased 


Owned  dwellings . 

Mortgage  interest . 

Mortgage  interest  and 


Prepayment  penalty 


Property  taxes  ..... — 
Maintenarrce,  rep 
insur,  othr  expenses 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

{By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units,  (Xmsumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13,  1990] 


June  7,  1990 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Homeowners  and  re¬ 
lated  insurance . 

151.74 

102.72 

105.11 

139.48 

163.01 

200.84 

313.16 

Fire  aixl  extertded 
coverage . 

4.98 

3.14 

4.17 

8.42 

3.90 

7.28 

4.94 

Homeowners  insur¬ 
ance  . 

146.76 

99.58 

100.94 

131.06 

159.11 

193.56 

308.22 

Ground  rent . 

26.88 

26.40 

38.12 

35.13 

23.98 

14.38 

12.57 

Maintenance  and  repair 
sen/ice . 

252.68 

166.84 

159.60 

260.79 

187.82 

293.13 

607.16 

Painting  and  papering  . 

52.01 

34.57 

12.75 

55.29 

21.09 

49.82 

144.99 

Plumbing  and  water  hear¬ 
ing  . 

23.06 

12.17 

16.84 

22.72 

17.23 

32.94 

55.39 

Heat,  a/c,  electrical  worV  .. 

42.03 

40.31 

20.65 

28.44 

44.68 

61.59 

90.02 

Roofing  and  gutters . 

46.96 

21.78 

51.88 

49.75 

40.70 

55.18 

111.23 

Other  repai^maintenance 
service . 

78.78 

53.15 

53.69 

101.29 

54.90 

85.14 

164.91 

Repair  &  replace  hard  sur¬ 
face  flooring  . 

8.14 

4.68 

2.92 

2.46 

7.98 

6.77 

33.94 

Repair  of  bt^-in  appli¬ 
ances  . 

1.68 

0.16 

0.88 

0.85 

1.24 

1.69 

6.68 

Maintenance/repair  commod  ... 

65.41 

28.29 

25.78 

71.76 

70.93 

122.37 

141.50 

Paints,  wallpaper  and  sup¬ 
plies  . 

17.47 

6.93 

5.76 

14.64 

18.25 

33.17 

45.07 

Tods  and  equipment  for 
painting  and 

wallpapering . 

1.88 

0.74 

0.62 

1.57 

1.96 

3.56 

4.84 

Plumbing  srjppiies  and 
equipment . 

5.65 

2.25 

3.48 

6.92 

6.24 

11.04 

11.40 

Elecbical  supplies,  heaU 
cod.  equip . 

3.76 

0.62 

4.14 

3.32 

4.94 

2.21 

10.24 

Materials  foir  hard  surface 
floor,  repair  and  replace 

1.85 

0.82 

0.03 

1.32 

0.66 

5.63 

5.85 

Material  and  equipment 
for  roof/gutters  . 

5.18 

3.60 

3.34 

8.46 

4.25 

3.31 

5.16 

Materials  for  piaster., 
panel.,  siding,  windows, 
doors,  screens,  awnings 

11.08 

9.36 

4.91 

12.62 

12.57 

15.49 

23.43 

Materials  for  patio,  walk, 
ferrce,  drive,  masonry, 
brick,  and  stucco  work  .. 

2.12 

0.28 

0.61 

6.99 

0.71 

2.30 

3.03 

Materials  for  larxiscaping 
maintenance  . 

2.52 

0.09 

•  0.00 

7.40 

2.38 

2.17 

4.45 

Miscellaneous  supplies/ 
equipment . 

13.89 

3.60 

2.89 

8.52 

18.98 

43.49 

28.02 

Materi^  for  insulation, 
other  maintenance/re¬ 
pair  . 

7.87 

3.60 

2.36 

6.16 

10.04 

14.88 

18.16 

Materials  to  finish  base¬ 
ment,  remodel  rms.  or 
build  patios,  walks,  etc 
(maint.,  rep.,  repi.)  (own 
prop) . 

6.02 

0.00 

0.53 

2.36 

8.95 

28.61 

9.86 

Property  management  and  se¬ 
curity  . 

0.74 

1.98 

0.53 

0.72 

0.13 

1.95 

0.79 

Property  management . 

0.64 

1.88 

02A 

0.60 

0.12 

1.95 

0.62 

Management  and  upkeep 
senr  for  security . 

0.10 

0.10 

0.28 

0.13 

0.01 

0.00 

0.13 

Parking  . 

0.04 

0.00 

0.06 

0.03 

0.00 

0.07 

0.17 

Rented  dwdlings  . 

1469.41 

1753.31 

1777.24 

.  1804.99 

1563.71 

1248.94 

825.42 

Rent . 

1428.30 

1708.38 

1718.30 

1762.19 

1521.88 

1216.05 

785.55 

Rent  as  pay . 

17.34 

25.29 

32.67 

15.87 

14.30 

0.70 

9.59 

Maintenance,  insurance  and 
other  expenses  . 

23.76 

19.63 

26.27 

26.92 

27.53 

32.19 

30.29 

Tenant’s  insurance . 

8.68 

4.34 

922 

9.27 

12.89 

10.61 

■  10.03 

Maintenance  and  repair 
services . 

9.01 

10.32 

13.18 

11.46 

9.64 

6  78 

12.67 

Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Notices 


45579 


APPENDIX  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES>— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  aH  consumer  units,  Cortsumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988.  Feb.  13, 1990] 


June  7, 1990 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Repair  or  maintenance 
service . . . 

8.62 

10.32 

13.18 

11.46 

9.50 

5.20 

11.94 

Materials  for  dwelling 
under  construction  and 
additions . . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Repair  &  replace  hard  sur¬ 
face  flooring  . 

0.36 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

1.58 

0.69 

Repair  of  built-in 

applicances  . . 

0.03 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.14 

0.00 

0.05 

Maintenance  and  repair 
comm . 

6.07 

4.97 

3.87 

6.19 

5.00 

14.80 

7.59 

Paint,  wallpaper,  and 
supplies  . . 

1.19 

0.85 

1.39 

1.12 

2.22 

1.63 

1.10 

Tools  and  equipment 
for  painting  and 
wallpapering . 

0.13 

0.09 

0.15 

0.12 

0.24 

0.18 

0.12 

Materials  for  plast, 
panels,  roofing,  gut¬ 
ters,  etc . 

0.68 

1.43 

0.34 

0.94 

0.69 

0.81 

0.56 

Materials  for  patio, 
walk,  fence,  drive¬ 
way,  masonry,  brick 
&  stucco  work . 

0.02 

0.06 

0.00 

0.01 

0.00 

0.06 

0.02 

Plumbing  supplies 

and  equipment . 

0.38 

0.23 

0.53 

0.75 

0.25 

0.20 

0.17 

Electrical  supplies, 
heatVcool.  equip  .... 

0.92 

0.10 

0.18 

0.03 

0.11 

8.91 

0.01 

Miscellaneous  sup¬ 
plies/equipment  . 

1.84 

2.07 

0.79 

2.69 

1.08 

1.80 

3.41 

Materials  for  insula¬ 
tion,  other  mainte¬ 
nance  and  repair  ... 

0.58 

0.51 

0.73 

0.49 

0.56 

0.67 

0.72 

Termite/pest  control 
(cap.  improvement) 
(renter)  . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Materials  for  addi¬ 
tions,  finish  base- 
noents,  remodeling 
roorr^ . . 

1.08 

1 

1.44 

0.07 

1.89 

0.26 

0.24 

2.69 

Construction  materials 
jobs  not  sforted . 

0.18 

0.12 

0.00 

0.31 

0.26 

0.89 

0.00 

Materials  for  hard  sur- 
f£tce  flooring . 

0.14 

0.00 

0.46 

0.26 

0.00 

0.52 

0.00 

Materials  for  land¬ 
scape  mafotenance 

0.76 

0.14 

0.03 

0.27 

0.42 

0.68 

2.21 

Other  lodging  . 

446.79 

328.64 

211.23 

343.13 

515.57 

592.04 

1158.09 

Own^  vacation  homes  . . 

78.26 

147.93 

26.59 

48.70 

89.46 

52.59 

199.82 

Prepayment  pertalty 

charges  (own  vac)  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Mortgage  interest  . . 

48.65 

124.50 

5.47 

31.06 

51.05 

23.57 

117.74 

Property  taxes  . 

16.90 

12.09 

14.93 

9.58 

21.23 

16.99 

45.43 

MaMenance,  insurance 
other  expenses . 

12.71 

11.34 

6.19 

8.06 

17.28 

12.03 

36.65 

Homeowners  and  related 
insurance  . . . 

3.07 

1.77 

1.42 

2.32 

2.69 

1.79 

10.56 

Homeowners  insur¬ 
ance  . . . . 

3.04 

1.54 

>  1.42 

2.32 

2.69 

1.79 

10.51 

Fire/extended  cov¬ 
erage  . .  . . 

0.03 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.^5 

Ground  rent . . . 

3.33 

0.90 

3.95 

1.64 

6.88 

1.26 

9.64 

Maintenance/repair  serv¬ 
ices  . . . 

5.52 

8.06 

0.71 

3.83 

6.37 

8.30 

14.44 

Repair/remodeiing 
(service) . . 

5.52 

8.06 

0.71 

3.83 

6.37 

8.30 

14.44 

Repair  and  replace 
hard  surface  floor  .. 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  an  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Sun/ey 

1988,  Feb.  13,  1990] 


June  7, 1990 

Item 

Total  corrr- 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

MainterrarKe/repair  comm 

0.39 

0.61 

0.11 

0.28 

0.11 

0.23 

0.70 

Paints,  wallpaper, 

sup^ies . 

0.08 

0.19 

0.06 

0.00 

0.03 

0.08 

0.29 

Tools/equipment  for 
painting  arxf 

wallpapering . 

0.01 

0.02 

0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 

0.03 

Materials  for  plastering, 
panels,  roofing,  gutters, 
downspouts,  siding,  wirv 
dows,  doors,  screens. 

and  awnings . 

0.05 

0.00 

0.00 

0.02 

0.00 

0.03 

0.32 

Materials  for  patio,  walk, 
fence,  drive,  masonry. 

brick,  stucco . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Ptumbir>g  supplies/equip- 

ment . 

0.02 

0.04 

0.00 

0.00 

0.03 

0.07 

0.05 

Electrical  supprlies,  heatV 

cool  equip  . 

0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 

0.04 

0.00 

0.00 

Miscellaneous  supplies/ 

equipment . 

Materials  for  insulation/ 

0.01 

0.00 

0.05 

0.02 

0.00 

0.04 

0.00 

other  maintAepair . 

0.01 

0.00 

0.05 

0.00 

0.00 

0.04 

0.00 

Materials  for  finishing 
basements  remodeling 

rooms . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.02 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Materials  for  hard  surface 

floor . 

0.20 

0.35 

0.00 

0.23 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Materials  for  larKiscaping 

rrtaintenance  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Property  management  and 

security . 

0.40 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

1.23 

0.44 

1.30 

Property  Management . 

0.40 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

1.23 

0.44 

1.30 

Maragement  curd  upkeep 

serv  for  securit . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Parking . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Expenses  ^  other  properties  . 

154.47 

101.84 

74.84 

137.28 

169.04 

223.95 

390.55 

Housing  while  attending  school . 

35.48 

3.69 

3.44 

17.58 

30.76 

35.15 

118.12 

Loding  while  out  of  town . 

178.58 

75.19 

106.36 

139.57 

226.31 

280.35 

449.60 

Utilitira,  fuels  and  public  services  .. 

1726.29 

1412.79 

1542.51 

1711.07 

1924.68 

2089.22 

2593.19 

Natural  gas . 

232.22 

212.96 

214.65 

215.34 

246.68 

276.67 

354.61 

Util.— Natural  gas  (renter) 

50.85 

73.43 

66.38 

52.66 

45.66 

34.00 

19.84 

UtU.— Natural  gas  (own 

home) . 

180.07 

139.37 

147.88 

161.65 

200.38 

242.17 

329.43 

Util. — Natural  gas  (own 

vac.)  . 

1.22 

0.16 

0.30 

0.97 

0.49 

0.50 

5.32 

Util.— Natural  gas  (rented 

vac.) . 

0.08 

0.00 

0.09 

0.05 

0.15 

0.00 

0.02 

Bectridty  . 

700.08 

578.32 

608.01 

695.11 

801.49 

859.67 

1048.84 

Electricity  (renter)  . 

169.94 

222.94 

196.59 

197.41 

178.88 

122.29 

74.86 

Electricity  (own  hiome) . 

524.87 

350.24 

408.24 

493.70 

618.75 

733.65 

957.87 

Bectridty  (own  vac.) . 

5.03 

4.75 

2.86 

3.92 

3.40 

3.70 

15.87 

Electricity  (rented  vac.) . 

0.25 

0.39 

0.32 

0.09 

0.45 

0.02 

0.25 

Fuel  oil  and  other  fuels . 

94.02 

76.70 

81.76 

99.42 

92.78 

114.59 

128.02 

Fuel  oil . 

55.60 

38.86 

47.89 

54.62 

53.00 

82.53 

89.3€ 

Fuel  oil  (renter) . 

5.21 

5.93 

6.49 

5.91 

6.38 

3.26 

4.78 

Fuel  oil  (own  home)  .. 

49.96 

32.34 

41.40 

48.50 

46.57 

79.27 

82.89 

Fuel  oil  (own  vac.) . 

0.38 

0.59 

0.00 

0.21 

0.05 

0.00 

1.69 

Fuel  oil  (rented  vac.)  . 

0.06 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

O.OC 

Coal . 

3.50 

6.85 

0.57 

6.20 

3.64 

5.23 

0.3C 

Coal  (renter) . 

0.55 

1.20 

0.20 

0.94 

0.98 

0.00 

O.Oi 

Coal  (own  home) . 

2.95 

5.66 

0.37 

5.26 

2.66 

5.23 

0.3: 

Coal  (own  vac.) . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

O.OC 

Coal  (rented  vac.)  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

O.OC 

Bottled  gas  . 

Gas,  botUed/tank 

24.48 

22.49 

23.52 

28.34 

23.75 

17.90 

23.4' 

(renter) . 

3.78 

5.78 

4.73 

2.54 

3.06 

0.69 

2.1C 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

(By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  experxlitures  and  characteristics  of  an  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13. 1990] 


June  7, 1990 

1 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Gas,  botUedAank 

(own  home) . 

18.58 

15.77 

17.30 

24.49 

19.10 

12.94 

15.42 

Gas,  botUed/tank 

(own  vac.) . 

2.12 

0.93 

1.49 

1.31 

1.59 

4.26 

5.94 

Gas,  bottled/tank 

(rented  vac.)  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Wood  and  other  fuels . 

10.43 

8.49 

9.77 

10.26 

12.38 

8.93 

14.87 

Wood/other  fuels 

(renter) . 

1.31 

2.07 

1.19 

1.35 

0.64 

0.21 

1.33 

Wood/other  fuels 

(own  home) . 

9.05 

6.42 

8.57 

8.71 

11.74 

8.64 

13.42 

Wood/other  fuels 

(own  vac.) . 

0.06 

0.00 

0.00 

0.20 

0.00 

0.08 

0.13 

Wood/other  fuels 

(rented  vac.)  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Telephone . 

528.79 

425.98 

507.41 

539.06 

590.21 

601.80 

769.38 

Water  and  other  public  serv¬ 
ices  . 

171.19 

118.83 

130.68 

162.14 

193.53 

236.49 

Water/sewerage  mainte¬ 
nance  . 

131.02 

91.41 

99.79 

124.06 

150.67 

178.26 

222.63 

Water/sewer  mainte¬ 
nance  (renter) . 

18.53 

20.04 

17.05 

22.99 

18.20 

15.51 

8.91 

Water/sewer  mainte¬ 
nance  (own  home) . 

111.57 

69.24 

82.52 

100.46 

131.51 

161.47 

212.17 

Water/sewer  mainte¬ 
nance  (own  vac.)  ... 

0.83 

1.83 

0.22 

0.52 

0.96 

1.29 

1.43 

Water/sewer  mainte¬ 
nance  (rented  vac.) 

0.09 

0.30 

0.00 

0.08 

0.00 

0.00 

0.13 

Trash/garbage  collection  .. 

38.67 

26.89 

29.90 

37.16 

40.93 

5527 

65.76 

Trash/garb,  collection 
(renter) . 

5.28 

5.02 

4.95 

7.21 

4.98' 

5.00 

2.97 

Trash/gaib.  collection 
(own  home) . 

33.31 

21.88 

24.79 

29.91 

35.69 

5026 

62.64 

Trash/garb,  collection 
(own  vac.) . 

0.08 

0.00 

0.16 

0.04 

0.25 

0.00 

0.15 

Trash/garb,  collection 
(rented  vac.)  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Septic  Tank  cleaning . 

1.50 

0.52 

0.98 

0.92 

1.94 

2.96 

3.95 

Septic  tank  cleaning 
(renter) . 

0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.10 

0.00 

0.00 

Septic  tank  cleaning 
(own  home) . 

1.48 

0.52 

0.98 

0.91 

1.84 

2.96 

3.95 

Septic  tank  cleaning 
(own  vac.) . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Septic  tank  cleaning 
(rented  vac.)  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Household  operations . . . 

387.45 

222.83 

310.21 

448.86 

530.72 

955.30 

Personal  services . 

176.53 

82.78 

119.28 

166.06 

275.08 

311.41 

321.27 

Babysitting . 

74.62 

42.11 

58.03 

85.19 

133.19 

114.65 

115.47 

Care  for  elderly,  Invetlids, 
handicapped,  etc . 

11.66 

3.93 

0.55 

4.58 

1.46 

0.47 

24.66 

Day  care  centers,  nursery/ 
preschools . 

90.25 

36.75 

60.69 

76.28 

140.43 

196.28 

181.13 

Other  household  expenses  . 

210.92 

118.00 

103.56 

144.16 

173.78 

219.31 

634.03 

Housekeeping  services  .... 

67.76 

36.72 

22.44 

28.84 

41.53 

50.94 

269.17 

Gardening,  lawn  care 
service . 

49.60 

27.27 

22.86 

30.40 

31.13 

53.69 

159.01 

Water  softening  service .... 

2.81 

2.73 

0.76 

2.19 

2.95 

4.10 

7.63 

Household  laundry/dry 

cleaning,  sent  out  (non- 
dothing)  not  coin-oper¬ 
ated  . 

1.63 

1.04 

0.41 

1.66 

2.63 

2.53 

i  3.39 

Coin-operated  household 
laundry/dry  cleaning 

(non-doth) . 

4.78 

5.92 

5.63 

5.41 

4.47 

6.09 

1  2.27 

Other  home  services . 

17.86 

4.29 

9.02 

12.39 

13.96 

1  13.96 

i  '  60.11 
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APPENDIX  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expencHtures  and  characterisfics  of  all  consumer  units,  Ckxisumer  Expenditure  Sun^ey 

1988,  Feb.  13. 1990] 


June?,  1990 


Hem 

Total  com- 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Termite/pest  control  prod¬ 
ucts  . 

0.20 

0.05 

0.09 

0.09 

0.25 

0.12 

0.21 

Moving,  storage,  freight 
express  . 

26.46 

10.87 

10.32 

23.78 

32.08 

46.84 

56.17 

Appliance  repair,  ind. 
service  center  . . 

16.44 

9.82 

17.88 

18.93 

20.85 

17.46 

25.57 

Reupholstering/fumiture 
repair . . . 

13.85 

10.37 

5.31 

13.68 

15.55 

11.69 

32.30 

Repdrs/rentals  of  lawn/ 
garden  equipment  hand/ 
power  todsyother 

household  equip.  . . 

5.92 

4.16 

4.59 

4.90 

6.20 

9.08 

13.38 

Appliance  rental . . 

2.08 

4.33 

2.47 

1.01 

1.16 

0.52 

0.54 

Rental  of  office  equipment 
for  norv4}usiness  use  .... 

0.17 

0.02 

0.27 

0.04 

0.01 

0.57 

0.46 

'Repair  of  miscellaneous 
household  equipment 
arxl  furnishings  . 

0.48 

0.00 

1.32 

0.19 

0.02 

0.94 

0.59 

Rental  and  installation  of 
dishwashers,  range 

hoods,  and  garbage  dis¬ 
posals  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Housekeeping  supplies _ _ 

382.82 

286.29 

321.58 

383.43 

451.24 

475.45 

670.22 

Laundry  and  cleaning  supplies 

106.44 

80.46 

104.37 

109.27 

131.66 

129.47 

162.63 

'Soaps  and  detergents . 

62.10 

47.30 

60.50 

63.11 

78.35 

77.19 

89.28 

'Other  laundry  cleaning 
products . 

44.33 

33.16 

43.87 

46.16 

53.30 

52.28 

73.35 

'Other  household  products 

157.48 

125.55 

115.86 

149.94 

183.61 

201.65 

316.09 

'Cleansing  and  toilet  tis¬ 
sue,  paper  towels  and 
napkins . . . 

52.12 

42.88 

45.37 

51.88 

64.86 

67.41 

80.71 

'Miscellaneous  household 
products . 

67.89 

47.17 

44.38 

58.26 

85.63 

108.96 

139.90 

'Lawn  and  garden  supplies . 

37.47 

35.50 

26.12 

39.79 

33.12 

2527 

95.48 

'Postage  and  stationery . 

118.89 

80.28 

101.35 

124.23 

135.97 

144.33 

191.50 

'Stationery,  stationery 

supplies,  giftwrap . 

54.40 

30.49 

36.05 

45.35 

55.09 

74.49 

105.20 

'Post^ . 

64.49 

49.79 

65.30 

78.88 

80.87 

69.84 

86.30 

Housefumishings  and  equipment ... 

1102.32 

552.14 

720.38 

982.28 

1385.76 

1612.00 

2590.97 

Household  textiles . . . 

97.11 

50.30 

81.09 

96.28 

104.56 

122.28 

220.32 

'Bathroom  linens . 

13.69 

5.45 

19.92 

9.71 

18.83 

13.05 

30.80 

Bedroom  Hnens  . . 

38.11 

28.28 

35.77 

36.81 

33.56 

50.47 

77.56 

'Kitchen  and  dining  room 
Krrens . 

5.74 

4.52 

2.63 

4.03 

6.56 

7.12 

15.73 

Curtains  and  draperies ..... 

26.56 

5.34 

12.12 

28.90 

26.44 

39.44 

71.25 

Slipcovers,  decorative  pil¬ 
lows  . 

1.64 

0.68 

2J26 

1.33 

2.64 

1.28 

3.18 

'Sewing  materials  for 
slipcovers,  curtairrs 

other  sewing  materials 
for  home  use _ 

10.32 

4.80 

7.95 

14.65 

15.39 

9.43 

19.15 

Other  linens . . . 

1.05 

1.25 

0.43 

0.84 

1.13 

1.50 

2.65 

Furniture  . . 

319.44 

139.36 

204.72 

261.90 

378.37 

433.38 

861.57 

Mattress  and  springs  . . 

41.86 

18.62 

32.81 

39.28 

57.01 

62.91 

93.05 

Other  bedroom  furniture  ... 

39.75 

13.71 

29.56 

22.88 

52.21 

62.05 

107.77 

Sofas  . . . 

65.44 

37.30 

40.98 

58.54 

83.34 

108.08 

144.37 

Uvirtg  room  chairs . 

35.91 

24.89 

27.22 

40.43 

31.79 

44.77 

80.20 

Living  room  tables . 

20.16 

6.73 

15.46 

15.21 

26.54 

27.03 

50.94 

Kitch^dining  room  fur¬ 
niture  . 

58.64 

14.86 

34.82 

22.79 

61.09 

56.39 

226.46 

Infants’  furniture . 

7.01 

2.15 

5.04 

4.57 

8.94 

14.79 

16.63 

Outdoor  furniture . 

12.57 

1.62 

3.51 

12.51 

10.65 

19.59 

41;43 

Occasional  furniture  . . 

38.12 

19.48 

15.32 

45.67 

46.80 

37.77 

100.73 

Floor  coverings . . . 

70.23 

18.41 

29.79 

74.77 

110.80 

113.46 

164.89 

WsA-to-v^  carpet  (renter) 

2.41 

5.97 

2.25 

2.15 

3.86 

2.30 

0.40 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 


[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13. 1990] 


June  7, 1990 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to  ! 
$14,999  1 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to  1 
$39,999  1 

$40,000  to  $50,000  and 
$49,999  over 

1 

Wall-to-wall  carpet,  ir>- 

1 

1 

i 

I 

stalled,  (renter) . 

1.73 

5.73 

1.18 

0.70 

3.14  1 

1.74  0.11 

Wall-to-wall  carpet,  not  in¬ 
stalled  carpet  squares 
(renter) . 

0.68 

0.24 

1.07 

1.45 

0.72  1 

0.56  0.28 

Wall-to-wall  carpet  (re¬ 
placement)  (own  horrre) 

42.57 

7.88  j 

22.82 

47.02 

42.12  ! 

67.79  119.96 

Wall-to-wall  carpet,  not  in¬ 
stalled  (replacement), 
carpet  squares  (own 
homo) . 

3.04 

1 

0.00  1 

1.67 

2.54 

1 

5.12  1 

1.77  10.38 

Wall-to-wall  carpet.  In¬ 
stalled  (replacement) 
(own  homo) . 

39.53 

1 

7.88  ! 

21.16 

44.48 

37.00 

66.02  109.58 

*Room  size  rugs  and 
other  floor  covering, 
non-permanent . 

25.25 

4.56 

4.71 

25.60 

64.82  1 

43.36  44.54 

Major  appliances  . 

172.90 

107.05 

138.91 

169.54 

213.08 

240.59  !  328.70 

Dishwashers  (built-in), 

garbage  disposals, 

range  hoods,  (renter)  .... 

0.24 

0.14 

0.00 

0.13 

0.00 

1.78 !  0.28 

Dishwashers  (built-in), 

garbage  disposals 

range  hoods,  (own 
home) . 

10.05 

2.93 

8.48 

9.60 

10.34 

17.42 !  24.58 

Refrigerators^eezers 
(renter) . 

11.18 

9.98 

16.09 

15.96 

17.11 

7.86 !  6.21 

Refrigerators/freezers 

i 

(own  homo) . 

39.29 

12.75 

24.85 

37.05 

50.93 

48.84  i  96.50 

Washing  nrachines 

(renter)  . 

6.56 

8.33 

5.97 

6.26 

7.85 

1 

5.99 1  7.42 

Washing  machines  (own 
homo) . 

17.96 

8.84 

12.50 

16.47 

23.46 

26.73  i  32.83 

Clothes  dryers  (renter)  . 

4.18 

5.20 

4.27 

2.33 

5.33 

9.24 ;  4.43 

Clothes  dryers  (own 
homo) . 

10.35 

3.96 

8.24 

9.93 

13.04 

22.44  j  17.97 

Cooking  stoves/ovens 

(renter) . 

2.87 

3.80 

0.69 

4.28 

8.30 

2.05 1  0.50 

Cooking  stoves/ovens 

(own  home) . 

19.55 

8.87 

11.48 

14.47 

26.94 

30.02  i  47.04 

Microwave  ovens  (renter) . 

4.47 

6.49 

6.79 

5.39 

5.42 

1  6.131  1.75 

Microwave  ovens  (own 
home) . 

9.81 

3.73 

7.84 

9.58 

13.37 

11.76  i  23.72 

Portable  dishwasher 

(renter) . 

0.31 

0.00 

2.28 

0.26 

0.23 

0.00 1  0.00 

Portable  dishwasher  (own 
home) . 

1.33 

1.60 

0.00 

0.96 

0.00 

3.87 1  4.10 

Window  air  conditioners 
(renter)  . 

2.43 

2.03 

I  1.99 

4.99 

0.60 

0.52  j  0.54 

Window  air  conditioners 
(own  home) . 

8.23 

8.15 

6.37 

5.72 

8.06 

i 

3.73 !  17.42 

Electric  floor  cleaning 
equipment . 

14.62 

9.85 

9.39 

19.58 

17.20 

1 

!  17.77 ;  25.74 

Sewing  machines  . 

6.08 

4.29 

9.26 

6.21 

2.84 

j  8.29 1  13.83 

*Miscellaneous  household 
appliances . 

3.39 

6.12 

2.43 

0.39 

2.08 

!  16.15  j  3.82 

Small  appliances,  misc. 
housewares . 

60.51 

39.82 

37.60 

1 

46.50 

71.00 

i  77.96 !  148.46 

Housewares . 

39.14 

25.14 

21.57 

26.52 

45.46 

1  47.51  105.70 

Plastic  dinnerware . 

1.83 

1.88 

0.75 

1.96 

1.66 

3.77  3.11 

China  and  other  dinner- 
ware  . 

10.31 

5.50 

4.06 

7.51 

16.10 

1  15.23  23.76 

Flatware . 

3.44 

1.31 

1.62 

3.30 

2.32 

\  3.40  11.15 

‘Glassware  . 

9.79 

2.40 

3.19 

4.54 

11.70 

9.13  36.70 

‘Silver  serving  pieces . 

0.27 

1.17 

0.01 

0.03 

0.05 

1  1.04  0.11 

Other  serving  pieces . 

1.36 

0.72 

1.22 

1.19 

1.11 

1  1.49  3.23 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteilstics  (rf  a>  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988.  Feb.  13, 1990] 


June  7, 1990 

item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

*Nor)electric  cookware . 

12.14 

12.16 

10.73 

7.98 

12.53 

13.45 

27.64 

SmaH  appliances  . . 

Small  electric  kitchen  ap- 

21.37 

14.69 

16.03 

19.98 

25.54 

30.44 

42.76 

pliances . 

Portable  heating/cooling 

14.17 

9.18 

8.45 

13.81 

17.74 

-  21.71 

29.49 

equipment . . . . 

Misoeltaneous  household 

7.20 

5.50 

7.58 

6.17 

7.80 

8.73 

13.26 

equipment  — . 

382.11 

197.19 

.  228.27 

333.29 

507.95 

624.34 

867.02 

Window  coverings  . . 

13.72 

6.79 

5.05 

11.17 

14.42 

17.90 

42.34 

‘Infants’  equipment . . 

‘Laundry  aixl  deaning 

3.77 

2.50 

0.85 

4.72 

3.47 

2.88 

11.27 

equip . . . — . 

8.52 

3.29 

10.67 

6.53 

12.57 

7.17 

20.96 

Outdoor  equipment  . 

4.73 

0.95 

2.82 

5.19 

5.02 

9.89 

10.42 

Clocks . . 

‘Lamps  and  lightmg  fix- 

5.46 

1.68 

10.69 

4.27 

3.57 

7.24 

10.26 

tures . 

‘Other  household  decora- 

28.40 

48.71 

9.81 

21.24 

50.72 

42.07 

46.18 

live  items _ 

‘Telephones  and  acces- 

80.30 

34.55 

27.19 

64.72 

147.93 

129.25 

186.25 

sories  . . . 

Lawn  and  garden  equip- 

7.25 

2.85 

1.81 

8.51 

6.18 

4.09 

23.72 

ment . . . . . 

49.12 

12.59 

51.04 

40.12 

60.08 

100.17 

92.96 

Power  tools . . 

14.39 

4.43 

4.76 

19.44 

15.74 

26.15 

31.17 

‘Small  misc.  furnishings  ... 

3.39 

0.04 

0.00 

1.23 

19.77 

2.50 

3.08 

‘Hand  tools . . . 

‘kKfoor  plants,  fresh  flow- 

13.67 

3.23 

6.51 

12.61 

23.57 

42.42 

18.17 

ere  — . 

41.42 

25.97 

31.91 

24.78 

34.12 

74.01 

110.87 

‘Closet  artd  storage  items 

4.62 

0.89 

0.73 

1.25 

4.26 

4.50 

18.01 

Fumikae  rental  . 

3.02 

2.83 

3.13 

2.49 

1.73 

2.14 

3.24 

Luggage . . . . . . . 

8.72 

1.79 

6.85 

6.02 

9.30 

14.24 

23.99 

Computers  for  home  use  . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Telephone  answering  devices  . 

4.23 

1.77 

3.22 

3.95 

3.81 

8.37 

8.57 

Cakxjiatore  . . 

Busmess  equipment  for  home 

1.99 

1.30 

124 

1.72 

2.23 

3.74 

3.12 

use  . . . 

6.20 

1.88 

3.84 

5.13 

9.35 

7.42 

15.40 

‘Other  hardware . . . 

6.95 

3.22 

6.91 

8.51 

5.72 

7.15 

18.71 

Smoke  alarms  (own  home)  . 

0.54 

0.04 

1.50 

0.53 

0.90 

0.64 

0.55 

Smoke  alarms  (renter)  . . . 

0.15 

0.00 

0.05 

0.23 

0.06 

0.02 

0.61 

Smoke  alevms  (own  vac.) . 

Other  househ^  apptiarK:es 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

(cwnhome) . . . 

Other  household  appliances 

4.25 

3.99 

1.52 

4.45 

2.27 

7.43 

9.60 

(renter)  . . . 

‘MisceHaneous  hsehoid  equip- 

1.35 

2.61 

4.35 

2.07 

0.54 

0.68 

0.12 

ment  and  part . . . 

18.73 

14.19 

7.56 

20.24 

27.91 

25.99 

37.99 

Apparel  and  Services  . . 

1,537.27 

886.12 

1,085.66 

1,406.15 

1,847.24 

2,396.00 

3,154.03 

Men  and  boys _ _ _ 

400.67 

196.95 

260.75 

349.53 

429.04 

666.47 

943.93 

Men,  16  arxj  over . . 

318.80 

142.16 

202.12 

271.44 

340.48 

533.15 

772.68 

Men’s  suits . . 

41.20 

15.86 

13.23 

30.69 

36.93 

63.99 

133.12 

Men’s  sportcoats . 

‘Men’s  coats  and 

15.57 

3.80 

5.33 

7.90 

17.97 

25.65 

53.04 

jackets . . . 

29.30 

8.90 

10.79 

22.27 

26.54 

54.07 

86.61 

‘Men’s  underwear . 

9.72 

9.49 

9.05 

7.71 

13.05 

10.40 

17.16 

‘Men’s  hosiery _ _ 

10.34 

8.58 

9.08 

9.30 

11.24 

20.53 

17.50 

‘Men’s  nightwear . 

2.89 

1.31 

0.88 

4.49 

4.01 

1.80 

6.37 

‘Men’s  accessories  ... 
Men’s  sweaters  and 

22.88 

10.30 

14.64 

15.23 

20.45 

47.19 

56.32 

vests  . 

Men’s  active  sports- 

17.65 

7.09 

7.08 

13.16 

18.88 

25.26 

50.07 

wear . . . 

12.10 

4.80 

5.65 

11.75 

13.46 

18.24 

29.17 

‘Men’s  shirts . 

74.17 

45.37 

55.60 

68.02 

88.29 

133.41 

139.09 

‘Men’s  pants  .  . 

Men’s  shorts/short 

70.76 

22.61 

60.87 

65.68 

75.41 

105.22 

163.08 

sets _ _ 

8.29 

2.05 

6.73 

12.56 

9.31 

20.61 

12.89 

Men’s  uniforms . . 

3.16 

1.22 

2.88 

2.05 

4.00 

6.58 

6.18 

Men’s  o9rer  clothing  .. 

0.77 

0.80 

0.31 

0.62 

0.95 

0.18 

2.09 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expb4diture  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  emnual  expenditures  emd  charactedstics  of  al  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1968,  Feb.  13,  1990] 


JuTM  7, 1990 


Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Boys’.  2  to  15  - . 

81.86 

54.79 

58.63 

78.09 

88.56 

133.33 

171.25 

*Boys;  coats  and 
jackets . . 

9.48 

1.51 

13.68 

10.54 

5.87 

10.64 

23.83 

Boys’  sweaters . 

3.73 

2.44 

2.14 

2.37 

5.37 

3.86 

8.97 

•Boys’  shirts  . 

20.55 

11.99 

14.46 

15.76 

26.30 

45.42 

39.42 

•Boys’  underwear . 

1.55 

0.53 

0.89 

1.61 

4.81 

1.15 

2.25 

•Boys'  nightwear  . 

2.79 

2.28 

1.04 

4.28 

3.30 

6.20 

2.71 

•Boys’  hosiery . 

3.99 

4.43 

3.84 

4.63 

3.97 

2.81 

7.29 

•Boys’  accessories  .... 
•Boys’  suits, 

sportcoats,  vests .... 

2.77 

0.27 

1.74 

1.61 

1.39 

6.89 

7.66 

3.00 

1.85 

0.38 

2.93 

1.45 

11.49 

6.29 

•Boys’  pants  — . 

•Boys’  shorts,  short 
sets . .  . 

24.70 

25.03 

16.95 

26.51 

23.64 

25.99 

53.32 

3.91 

1.70 

0.58 

3.69 

5.66 

8.08 

6.96 

Boys’  uniforms/active 
sportwear . . 

5.10 

2.59 

2.69 

3.84 

6.38 

10.48 

11.92 

Boys’  other  dolhing ... 

0.29 

0.17 

0.22 

0.31 

0.43 

0.32 

0.63 

Women  and  girts  _ _ 

608.90 

353.66 

425.05 

550.45 

771.19 

950.02 

1190.33 

Women,  16  and  over . 

509.83 

281.24 

376.82 

458.04 

648.56 

773.35 

992.62 

•Women’s  coats  and 
jackets . 

33.49 

9.89 

12.77 

21.91 

41.71 

80.18 

66.72 

•Women’s  dresses  .... 

83.27 

47.32 

56.32 

65.67 

81.62 

111.38 

185.83 

•Women’s  sportcoats, 
tail,  jkts . . 

0.84 

0.19 

0.68 

0.04 

0.11 

2.69 

1.44 

•Women’s  vests  and 
sweaters  . 

36.74 

23.54 

35.67 

42.26 

35.17 

62.71 

63.75 

•Women’s  shirts, 

tops,  blouses  . 

85.55 

43.28 

80.86 

72.57 

113.40 

126.51 

156.36 

•Women’s  skirts  . 

29.28 

17.84 

18.33 

25.37 

22.72 

59.17 

65.45 

•Women’s  pants . 

66.85 

33.21 

51.28 

64.99 

108.85 

94.87 

107.29 

•Women’s  shorts, 

shorts  sets  . 

14.23 

10.23 

11.73 

11.30 

21.45 

27.91 

22.87 

•Women’s  active 

sportwear  . 

23.13 

13.05 

13.34 

24.37 

46.07  ! 

37.59 

33.33 

•Women’s  sleepwear 

22.57 

14.68 

22.62 

23.09 

28.70 

16.87 

49.94 

•Women’s  undergar¬ 
ments  _ - . 

24.38 

16.17 

21.05 

21.01 

35.71 

28.63 

45.68 

Women’s  hosiery . 

25.85 

17.40 

22.30 

25.51 

32.18 

34.56 

46.47 

Women’s  suits  . . 

28.04 

14.06 

9.24 

24.03 

36.52 

32.30 

75.08 

•Women’s  acces¬ 
sories  . . 

34.46 

20.38 

20.56 

32.04 

43.27 

54.45 

72.36 

•Women’s  uniforms  ... 

1.15 

0.01 

0.06 

3.86 

1.06 

3.32 

0.05 

Women’s  other  cloth¬ 
ing  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Girls,  2  to  15 _ _ 

99.08 

72.42 

48.23 

92.41 

122.63 

176.67 

197.71 

Girts’  coats  and  jack¬ 
ets  . . 

7.95 

4.80 

3.68 

10.81 

8.51 

12.90 

13.03 

Girls’  dresses,  suits  ... 

12.02 

7.84 

8.53 

10.60 

14.15 

20.78 

24.03 

•Girls’  shirts/blouses/ 
sweater . 

30.19 

20.94 

4.47 

28.93 

36.40 

55.73 

67.22 

Girts’  skirts,  pants . 

16.37 

11.46 

12.37 

15.81 

23.92 

24.70 

27.91 

Girts’  shorts,  shorts 
sets  . . . 

6.41 

4.52 

5.81 

7.25 

7.10 

12.03 

9.62 

•Girls’  active 

sportwear . . 

9.32 

9.69 

3.04 

6.23 

9.77 

22.73 

19.94 

Girts’  underwear  and 
sleepwear  . . 

5.92 

4.52 

4.77 

5.32 

8.10 

8.51 

11.05 

•Girls’  hosiery . 

•Girts’  accessores  . 

4.88 

3.68 

3.11 

3.94 

7.41 

11.90 

6.67 

4.08 

4.34 

2.19 

2.18 

3.59 

5.04 

12.81 

Girls’  uniforms . 

1.46 

0.39 

0.23 

0.81 

2.79 

1.17 

4.59 

Girls’  other  clothing  ... 

0.48 

0.25 

0.05 

0.53 

0.87 

1.19 

0.84 

Children  under  2 . 

63.60 

41.35 

40.49 

68.75 

96.77 

104.17 

95.15 

Infant  coat/jacket/ 

snowsuH  9b . 

3.02 

1.59 

2.64 

2.53 

5.41 

3.43 

4.94 

Infant  coat^acket/ 

snowsuit  9a . 

0.15 

0.00 

0.04 

0.17 

0.25 

0.35 

0.24 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 


[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  anruiai  expenditures  aixf  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13. 1990] 


June  7, 1990 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Infant  dressesAxjter- 
wear  9b . 

14.57 

9.48 

10.69 

16.01 

19.55 

21.14 

25.84 

Infarrt  dresses/outer¬ 
wear  9a . 

0.41 

0.43 

0.21 

0.34 

0.66 

0.50 

0.79 

*lnfants'  underwear  ... 

36.68 

25.00 

21.97 

40.50 

58.19 

65.47 

47.23 

Infant  nightwear/ 

loungewear9b . 

3.13 

2.02 

1.45 

3.83 

4.73 

4.36 

5.20 

Infant  nightwear/ 

lougewear9a . 

0.06 

0.01 

0.00 

0.10 

0.07 

0.12 

0.12 

Infant  other  dothing  .. 

2.10 

1.42 

1.31 

1.57 

2.80 

3.21 

4.66 

Infant  accessories  9b 

3.06 

1.25 

1.81 

3.48 

4.31 

4.82 

5.33 

Infant  accessories  9a 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 

0.02 

0.01 

0.00 

Infant  hosiery . 

0.41 

0.17 

0.37 

0.22 

0.76 

0.76 

0.80 

•Footwear . 

204.13 

141.42 

205.46 

203.00 

253.61 

332.12 

299.98 

•Men’s,  footwear . 

62.95 

41.07 

76.93 

78.61 

78.10 

109.06 

72.77 

•Boys,  footwear . 

18.19 

16.18 

9.58 

16.18 

30.82 

14.64 

32.55 

•Women’s  footwear . 

104.54 

64.84 

110.99 

97.66 

124.35 

156.11 

162.71 

•Qiris’  footwear . 

18.46 

19.33 

7.97 

10.56 

20.33 

52.31 

31.94 

Other  apparel  products  and  serv¬ 
ices  . 

259.97 

152.73 

153.92 

234.41 

296.64 

343.22 

624.63 

Material  for  making  clothes . 

8.12 

6.03 

5.93 

9.10 

8.26 

10.87 

15.93 

Sewing  patterns  and  notions  ... 

2.15 

1.44 

1.04 

2.22 

2.75 

2.87 

3.65 

Watches . 

21.65 

13.67 

15.33 

17.82 

29.45 

32.67 

45.59 

Jewelry . 

110.35 

54.93 

47.33 

94.40 

127.09 

153.93 

318.74 

Shoe  repair,  oth  shoe  service  . 

3.46 

1.31 

2.01 

3.19 

4.34 

4.75 

8.11 

Coin-operated  apparel  laundry/ 
dry  dean  . 

34.25 

43.52 

46.88 

41.09 

28.11 

27.33 

12.67 

Apparel  alteration  and  repair .... 

6.05 

3.29 

2.54 

4.69 

6.48 

6.95 

16.68 

Ciothirrg  rental  . 

4.77 

2.56 

2.20 

7.80 

5.77 

4.83 

8.96 

Watch  and  jewelry  repair . 

5.72 

2.66 

3.10 

5.51 

8.94 

10.91 

10.88 

Apparel  laundry/dry  dean  not 
cdn  oper . 

62.72 

23.14 

27.47 

47.83 

74.68 

86.84 

181.00 

Clothing  storage  . 

0.75 

0.19 

0.10 

0.77 

0.78 

1.26 

2.42 

Transportation . 

5140.21 

3127.01 

3840.91 

5302.92 

6704.50 

7779.21 

9714.71 

Vehide  purchases  (net  outlay) 

2388.19 

1413.38 

1745.63 

2485.58 

3248.39 

3839.91 

4573.46 

Cars  and  trucks,  new . 

1391.73 

565.06 

984.79 

1223.08 

1894.51 

2685.18 

3007.38 

New  cars  . 

991.60 

472.12 

675.40 

782.66 

1565.37 

1777.93 

2163.34 

New  trucks  . 

400.13 

92.94 

309.39 

440.42 

329.13 

907.25 

844.04 

Cars  and  trucks,  used . 

971.12 

831.68 

750.44 

1221.87 

1330.29 

1132.30 

1504.86 

Used  cars . 

754.27 

641.07 

616.47 

863.43 

974.26 

926.36 

1287.37 

Used  trucks . 

216.85 

190.61 

133.97 

358.44 

356.03 

205.94 

217.49 

Other  vefiides . 

25.34 

16.65 

10.40 

40.63 

23.59 

22.43 

61.22 

New  motorcydes . 

5.21 

0.00 

0.00 

15.11 

0.00 

0.55 

15.23 

New  aircraft . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Used  motorcydes . 

15.86 

16.65 

10.40 

25.53 

23.59 

21.88 

17.57 

Used  aircraft . 

4.27 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

28.42 

Gasdine  and  motor  dl . 

933.90 

639.11 

801.58 

974.84 

1189.53 

1328.42 

1459.88 

Gasdine  . 

812.03 

563.62 

700.74 

860.76 

1037.67 

1152.21 

1237.62 

Diesel  fuel . 

12.01 

5.55 

5.31 

7.50 

16.98 

-  13.33 

35.10 

Gasdine  on  out  of  town 
trips . 

96.47 

58.26 

82.01 

92.50 

118.25 

145.52 

171.41 

•Gasahd . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

O.OC 

Motor  oil . 

12.55 

10.76 

12.86 

13.24 

15.80 

16.23 

14.2£ 

Motor  dl  on  out  of  town 
trips . 

0.85 

0.91 

0.66 

0.83 

0.82 

1.13 

1.4£ 

Other  vdiide  expenses . 

1552.56 

922.69 

1137.30 

1603.36 

1972.84 

2290.12 

3046.42 

Vehide  finance  charges  ... 

284.70 

107.09 

172.61 

293.49 

397.69 

485.81 

611.9J 

/Automobile  firrance 

charges . 

196.25 

83.07 

140.63 

200.40 

275.36 

306.48 

412.11 

Truck  finance  charges . 

71.94 

21.29 

29.70 

77.35 

107.00 

155.35 

144.1^ 

Motorcyde  and  plane  fi¬ 
nance  charges . 

1.67 

0.12 

0.39 

1.51 

3.20 

4.92 

2.3^ 

Other  vehide  finance 
charges . 

14.85 

2.61 

1.89 

14.24 

12.13 

19.06 

OS.SI 

Maintenance  and  repairs . 

568.66 

405.19 

449.94 

610.06 

656.51 

783.55 

1055.8' 
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APPENDIX  1.— Consumer  Expendtoire  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annuari  e)4)enditures  and  chstfacterislics  of  at  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1968,  Feb.  13,  1990] 


June  7, 1990 

$10,000  to  $15,000  to  $20,000  to  $30,000  to  $40,006to  $50,000  and 

pieierepon-  $14999  $19,999  $29,999  $39,999  $49,999  over 

iny 


Coolant/additives/brakes,  • 

trans  fluids  . .  7.15 

Tires . 86.22 

*Parts/equip/accessories  ..  86.80 

*Vehicle  products  .  3.92 

*Mi8c.  auto  repair/servic¬ 
ing  . 17.18 

Body  work . . .  34.71 

Clutch,  transmission  repair  34.54 

Drive  train  repair . .  7.58 

Brericework  .  33.05 

Steering  repair . . . 

Cooling  system  repair . 

Motor  tune-up . . 

Lubrication,  oil  change  . 

Front  end  alignment, 

wheel  beJance  . — . 

Shock  absorber  replace¬ 
ment  . 

Brake  adjustment . . 

*Gas  tank  repair,  replace¬ 
ment  . — . 

Minor  repair/serv  out-of- 

town  trip  . . . 

Repair  tires  and  oth  repair 

work  . . . 

Exhaust  system  repair . 

Eiectrical  system  repair  .... 

Motor  repair/replacement  . 

Auto  repeur  service  policy  . 

Vehicle  Insurance . . 

Vehicle  rental  licenses  and 

other  charges . . 

Leased  arid  rented  vehi¬ 
cles  . . . 

Auto  rental . . . 

Auto  rental,  out-of-town 

trips . 

Truck  rental  . 

Toick  rental,  out-of-town 

trips . 

Motorcycle  rental . 

Aircraft  rental . 

Motorcycle  rental  out-of- 

town  . 

Aircraft  rental/out-of-town 

trips . 

State/local  registration . 

Drivers  license . 

Vehicle  inspection  . 

Parking  fees  . . 

•Tolls . . . 

ToNs  on  out-of-town  trips  ..  t. 

Towing  charges .  5.05 

PubHc  transportation .  265.56 

Akkno  fares  . .  176.01 

Intercity  bus  fares . 

Intracity  mass  transit  fares 
Local  trans.  out  of  town 

trips . . . . 

Taxi  fares  on  trips  . 

Taxi  fares . - . . . 

Intercity  train  fares . 

Ship  fares . 

School  bus . . 

Health  care  . — . . . 


0.54 

4.86 

5.89 

9.04 

13.00 

0.86 

1282.43 


0.20 

1.76 

5.76 
3.31 
4.30 
0.91 

1385.50 


1.21 

10.88 

7.36 

22.78 

39.62 

2.48 

1568.44 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  arxl  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Sun/ey 

1988,  Feb.  13. 1990] 


June  7, 1990 


Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Health  insurance . 

473.36 

480.42 

474.00 

537.14 

518.80 

Commerical  health  insur¬ 
ance  . 

165.28 

118.03 

170.96 

208.24 

207.76 

Blue  Cross/Blue  Shield  .... 

116.52 

120.47 

102.86 

127.18 

146.61 

Health  maintenance  plans 
(HMO’S) . 

48.48 

27.40 

44.11 

57.95 

67.51 

84.53 

66.81 

Medicare  payments . 

78.60 

130.87 

101.55 

71.71 

41.13 

31.51 

32.52 

Commercial  medicare 

supplements  and  other 
health  insurance  . 

64.48 

83.66 

54.53 

72.07 

57.02 

61.07 

65.10 

Medical  services  . 

512.73 

587.65 

540.82 

487.31 

551.59 

676.69 

701.33 

Physician’s  services  . 

149.19 

147.96 

158.15 

160.54 

202.90 

205.76 

154.17 

Dental  sen/ices . 

150.89 

111.17 

96.11 

150.62 

192.81 

211.77 

291.66 

Eye  care  services . 

22.70 

25.67 

11.56 

24.89 

24.45 

24.55 

37.32 

Sen/ice  by  other  than  physi¬ 
cians  . 

22.62 

11.11 

10.65 

32.64 

33.87 

28.23 

37.72 

Lab  test,  xrays . 

26.78 

23.57 

29.34 

26.95 

25.75 

28.61 

43.93 

Nurse,  therapy/misc  medical 
sen/ice . 

4.21 

1.24 

-3.70 

1.59 

1.80 

1.01 

20.02 

Hospital  room  . 

54.96 

72.02 

71.99 

50.56 

28.43 

95.50 

82.57 

Hospital  services  other  than 
room . 

26.61 

57.38 

52.02 

28.85 

22.89 

39.94 

-0.69 

Care  in  corwalescent  or  nurs¬ 
ing  home  . 

40.86 

129.58 

105.34 

4.48 

2.60 

18.57 

14.65 

‘Repair  of  medical  equipment  . 

0.05 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Other  medical  care  services  .... 

13.86 

7.94 

9.35 

6.19 

16.09 

22.77 

20.00 

Drugs  . 

225.28 

255.13 

228.07 

243.50 

250.24 

216.93 

231.03 

‘Non-prescription  drugs . 

65.79 

71.19 

57.80 

74.26 

86.34 

75.99 

72.99 

Prescription  drugs . 

159.49 

183.94 

170.27 

169.24 

163.91 

140.94 

158.04 

Medical  supplies . 

71.06 

62.30 

56.83 

60.54 

89.93 

94.24 

117.28 

Eyeglasses  . 

45.18 

38.08 

36.80 

44.92 

56.67 

64.90 

76.60 

*Topicals  and  dressing . 

14.40 

11.82 

10.29 

11.38 

19.22 

24.24 

25.72 

Medical  equipment  for  general  use 

5.29 

4.78 

4.32 

1.83 

4.67 

4.14 

5.12 

Supportive/conval  med.  equip  . 

5.70 

7.45 

4.81 

2.02 

8.91 

0.65 

9.30 

Rental  of  medical  equipment ... 

0.50 

0.16 

0.61 

0.38 

0.47 

i  0.31 

0.55 

‘Hearing  aids . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

i  0.00 

0.00 

Entertainment . 

1348.90 

802.34 

856.00 

1191.35 

1510.43 

3148.34 

Fees  and  admissions  . 

351.99 

139.16 

185.75 

309.51 

419.64 

525.52 

879.59 

Recreation  expenses,  out  of 
town  trips . 

17.85 

6.68 

9.72 

19.86 

20.46 

28.40 

38.78 

Club  membership  dues  and 
fees  . 

76.68 

31.73 

44.57 

57.91 

79.31 

90.82 

230.17 

Fees  for  participant  sports . 

46.90 

22.19 

29.18 

46.82 

63.52 

68.77 

102.29 

Participant  sports  out-of-town 
trips  . 

18.96 

5.94 

9.50 

15.44 

23.16 

34.10 

44.73 

Movie,  theater,  opera,  ballet .... 

61.08 

29.29 

33.53 

50.31 

70.94 

82.33 

149.40 

Movie,  oth  admissions  out  of 
town . 

25.91 

9.78 

14.04 

28.74 

35.89 

37.17 

52.04 

Admission  to  sporting  events  .. 

19.63 

7.38 

9.75 

27.81 

18.39 

41.10 

46.63 

Admission  to  sports  events 
out-of-town  . 

25.91 

9.78 

14.04 

28.74 

35.89 

37.17 

52.04 

Fees  for  recreatiorreU  lessions  . 

41.23 

9.71 

11.70 

24.00 

51.63 

77.27 

124.72 

Oth  ent  serv,  out-of-town  trip  .. 

17.85 

6.68 

9.72 

19.86 

20.46 

28.40 

38.78 

Television,  radios  and  sound, 
equipment  . 

422.50 

296.54 

322.08 

416.12 

493.78 

576.29 

788.05 

Televisions . 

295.95 

228.52 

244.28 

299.91 

344.82 

398.08 

509.85 

Community  antenna  or 
cable  tv  . 

137.94 

110.11 

118.89 

142.38 

161.32 

184.08 

218.51 

‘Black  and  white  tv . 

2.84 

0.65 

0.00 

1.95 

0.00 

0.00 

16.41 

Color  tv-consote  . 

23.60 

16.77 

20.77 

28.58 

27.00 

24.27 

31.30 

Color  tv-portable/table 

model  . 

43.50 

36.42 

37.50 

48.29 

39.51 

54.93 

71.38 

Vcr's/video  disc  players .... 

47.70 

38.08 

36.49 

41.57 

69.42 

66.10 

95.51 

Video  cassetters/tapes/ 
discs . 

13.44 

8.31 

8.72 

11.97 

18.39 

21.56 

28  99 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13. 1990] 


June  7, 1990 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Video  games  hardware/ 

mam 

software  . 

5.40 

7.91 

16.27 

1725 

31.40 

29.94 

Repair  of  tv/radio/sound 

equipment . 

8.54 

11.52 

8.32 

10.43 

15.74 

17.75 

Rental  of  televisions . 

4.24 

2.48 

0.57 

1.49 

0.00 

0.04 

Radios,  sound  equipment . 

68.03 

77.80 

116.21 

148.96 

178.21 

278.21 

•Radios . 

1.81 

1.57 

3.99 

7.25 

8.26 

11.80  ! 

•Phonographs . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.40 

3.36 

•Tape  recorders  and  play- 

ers . 

10.50 

7.02 

7.43 

0.51 

0.96 

9.12 

27.49 

Sound  components/com- 

ponent  systems . 

28.64 

22.73 

17.34 

35.08 

23.87 

4524 

62.93  . 

•Misc  sound  equipment .... 

0.16 

0.55 

0.09 

0.00 

0.24 

0.00 

0.35 

•Sound  equip  accessories 

4.29 

1.46 

1.12 

12.72 

4.33 

1.68 

6.77 

RecordAa^  club . 

Records,  tapes,  needles. 

4.17 

2.18 

4.62 

3.83 

7.45 

6.14 

5.91 

styli . 

25.86 

14.32 

15.10 

20.10 

29.81 

39.90 

57.19 

Rental  of  vcr/radio/sound 

equip . 

1.59 

0.70 

1,56 

1.98 

1.54 

0.39 

1.40 

Musdai  instruments/ 

acessories . 

20.58 

3.32 

12.63 

13.86 

37.81 

24.77 

53.28 

Rent/repair  music  instru- 

ments . 

2.12 

0.30 

1.16 

1.62 

1.95 

4.09 

525 

Rental  of  video  cass7 

tapes/discs/films . 

23.27 

13.65 

15.18 

22.74 

33.76 

38.22 

42.49 

Pets,  toys  and  playground  equip  .... 

242.26 

134.73 

182.82 

234.32 

336.90 

354.45 

457.26 

Pets . 

136.31 

77.25 

119.89 

125.55 

183.79 

180.80 

259.08 

•Pet  food . 

66.61 

53.55 

46.56 

63.13 

93.51 

83.41 

108.50 

•Pet-purch/supplies/medi- 

28.53 

49.96 

dne  . 

25.23 

5.71 

43.99 

24.37 

29.83 

Pet  senrices . 

10.64 

4.26 

4.40 

9.06 

14.74 

19.11 

26.24 

Vet  services . 

33.84 

13.73 

24.94 

28.99 

45.71 

49.75 

74.38 

Toys,  games,  hobbies,  and  tri- 

187.24 

cycies . 

102.96 

57.26 

62.55 

107.09 

149.80 

167.96 

Playground  equipment . 

2.98 

0.22 

0.38 

1.69 

3.31 

5.69 

10.94 

Other  enterinment  supplies. 

equip.,  senr . 

332.16 

231.90 

165.36 

231.39 

260.12 

538.39 

1023.44 

Unmotor-boats  and  trailers 

'  24.02 

2.29 

0.00 

22.31 

7.09 

46.24 

96.99 

Boats  w/o  motor/boat  trail- 

ers . 

18.32 

1.83 

0.00 

18.35 

4.76 

33.83 

73.57 

trailer/other  attachable 

campers  . 

5.70 

0.46 

0.00 

3.96 

2.34 

12.41 

23.42 

Powered  sports  vehicles  .. 

137.44 

168.02 

56.37 

51.83 

40.89 

217.35 

510.44 

Motorized  camper  coach/ 

134.38 

other  vehicles . 

38.79 

83.50 

11.55 

1.65 

28.53 

22.53 

Purchase  of  boat  with 

motor . 

98.65 

84.52 

44.82 

50.19 

12.36 

194.81 

376.06 

Rental  of  sports  vehicles  .. 

2.33 

0.00 

1.06 

1.43 

1.14 

3.90 

8.13 

Rental  non-camper  trailer . 

0.06 

0.00 

0.00 

0.23 

0.02 

0.00 

0.09 

Boat/trailer  rent  out  of 

town  . 

0.94 

0.00 

0.50 

0.02 

0.69 

3.17 

1.94 

Rental  camper/oth  vehi- 

2.51 

des  on  trips  . 

0.58 

0.00 

0.52 

-0.30 

0.24 

0.57 

Rental  of  boat . 

0.23 

0.00 

0.04 

0.00 

0.00 

0.16 

1.42 

Rental  of  campers  oth  r.  v 

0.52 

0.00 

0.00 

0.87 

0.19 

0.00 

2.17 

Outboard  motors  . 

1.28 

1.43 

1.36 

0.11 

0.51 

0.22 

5.79 

Docking/landing  fees . 

5.33 

0.17 

2.51 

3.30 

3.12 

5.73 

20.20 

Sports  equipment . 

86.67 

27.99 

52,35 

82.59 

113.75 

136.51 

211.99 

Athletic  gear/game  tables/ 

85.92  . 

ex.  equip . 

34.85 

9.06 

26.36 

33.84 

38.39 

61.59 

BIcydes  . 

12.28 

5.80 

6.60 

12.50 

17.62 

20.21 

23.55 

Camping  equipment . 

3.26 

1.35 

1.33 

1.45 

4.94 

4.43 

9.21 

Hunting  and  fishing  equip- 

36.25 

ment . 

15.91 

5.09 

11.57 

15.40 

22.84 

24.90 

Winter  sport  equipment  .... 

4.86 

0.94 

2.24 

3.99 

5.69 

3.92 

16.95 

45590 


Fedf»«l  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Notices 


APPENDIX  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes;  Average  annt^  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13,  1990] 


1 

June  7, 1990 

Item  ‘ 

Total  com¬ 
plete  repoil- 
Ing 

$10,000  to  1 
$14,999  I 

$15,000  to  I 
$19,999  I 

1 

$20,000  to  ; 
$29,999  j 

_ L 

$30,000  to 
$39,999  I 
_ L 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Water  sport  and  misc. 
sport  equipment _ _ 

-  1 
13.20  I 

3.66 

4.03 

12.31 

1 

22.46  ; 

17.71 

34.87 

Rentai/repair  of  misc 
sports  equipment . 

2.31 

2.09 

0.22 

3.09 

1.80  1 

3.76 

5.25 

Photographic  equipment 
and  supplies . . 

69.61 

28.16 

48.35 

67.06 

i 

83.07  j 

1 

11951  1 

157.10 

Film . . 

19.96 

9.29 

13.73 

20.05 

22.90  I 

32.38  1 

43.61 

*Otoer  photographic  sup¬ 
plies  . . . . 

0.64 

2.38  : 

1.01 

0.26 

0.15 

1 

054 

1.17 

Film  processing . . i 

25.21 

10.72  1 

15.21 

23.97 

28.28 

41.48 

59.82 

Rent/repair  photo  equip- 
merrt . | 

0.24 

! 

0.05 

0.42 

0.30 

0.27! 

0.34 

0.47 

Photographic  equipment  ..  i 

15.43 

5.16 

7.28 

13.04 

20.47  : 

25.46 

40.91 

*Photographer  fees . 

8.12 

0.56 

10.71 

9.45 

11.00 

19.51 

11.12 

*Fireworks . . . 

0.51 

0.99 

0.26 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00  i 

2.37 

‘Souvenirs  . . . 

0.44 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.49  ; 

0.38  ■ 

2.15 

*Vi8ual  goods  ....  — . 

0.76 

0.00 

0.00 

0.42 

0.67  ^ 

0.00 

3.83 

‘Pinball,  electronic  video 
games . . . 

3.78 

2.87 

3.11 

2.34 

9.38  1 

8.74 

4.45 

Personal  care  procfocts  and 
services  . . . . 

345.68 

249.04 

282.21 

324.70 

420.30  1 

478.79 

651.43 

Personal  care  products  .... 

179.05 

136.69 

166.87 

169.79 

198.77  j 

245.49 

335.33 

‘Heir  care  products  ... 

40.57 

34.79 

36.67 

37.36 

41.43  1 

56.30 

77.75 

‘Norr-elec  aUcles  for 
the  hair ....  ..  . 

4.26 

3.55 

2.64 

5.57 

4.31 

6.79 

8.37 

Wigs  and  hairpieces .. 

1i)7 

0.47 

0.91 

0.59 

1.50 

0.34 

2.71 

‘Oral  hygiene  prod¬ 
ucts,  artides . . 

18.16 

13.60 

18.18 

16.89 

22.18 

22.44 

29.63 

‘Shaving  needs . 

8.49 

8.31 

12.14 

8.22 

9.09 

11.31 

13.16 

‘Cosmetic,  perfome, 
bath  prep . . 

77.63 

55.67 

73.62 

72.41 

90.11 

102.03 

148.23 

‘Deodorant,  feminine 
hygiene,  misc.  pers 
car . 

23.52 

17.79 

19.75 

23.84 

22.08 

, 

38.47 

43.65 

Electric  personal  care 
appliances . 

5.35 

2.51 

2.95 

4.92 

1 

8.07  j  7.80 

11.83 

Personal  care  services  ..... 

166.63 

112.35 

115.34 

154.91 

221.54  '  233.30 

316.10 

‘Personal  care  sen/- 
ices/females . 

89.35 

61.33 

58.80 

83.46 

127.40 

112.04 

174.08 

Personal  care  serv- 
Ices/maies . 

77.12 

50.83 

56.42 

71.27 

93.93 

120.95 

141.78 

Repair  of  personal 
care  appliances  . 

0.16 

0.19 

0.11 

0.18 

0.21 

0.31 

0.2A 

Reading  . . . . 

152.49 

93.38 

113.87 

142.11 

185.46 

229.92 

287.41 

Newspapers . 

63.99 

47.96 

53.05 

63.85 

72.82 

84.18 

105.97 

Magazines  . . . . . 

38.92 

21.42 

31.03 

38.54 

45.36 

65.91 

71 .6C 

‘Newsletters . . . . 

0.04 

0.00 

j  0.00 

0.00 

0.00  i  0.42 

O.OC 

Book  thru  book  dubs  ..  . . 

10.63 

6.87 

8.72 

8.86 

15.44 

16.33 

21 .6C 

Books  not  thru  book  dubs . 

35.24 

16.73 

1  20.13 

28.28 

48.03 1  54.12 

79.3£ 

Encydopeda  and  oth  sets  of 
refer  books . . . 

3.67 

0.40 

1  0.95 

2.57 

1 

3.81  1  8.97 

8.81 

Education . . . . . 

324.43 

187.02 

1  118.84 

190.35 

322.81 

1  34954 

835.7C 

Sch  books,  supp  for  day  care, 
nursery,  oth . . . 

2.52 

1.44 

1  1.58 

1.30 

6.04 

1  255 

4.71 

College  tuition . .  . 

176.75 

91.59 

1  47.50 

99.69 

186.76 

125.89 

458.9( 

Elementaiy/high  school  tuition 

53.20 

6.10 

I  10.62 

25.10 

34.39 

97.91 

204.71 

Other  school  tuition . . . 

-  15.29 

8.32 

j  17.55 

9.00 

1354 

21.58 

31.41 

Oth  school  expenses  ind  rent¬ 
als  . . . 

15.78 

14.42 

!  10.07 

10.77 

13.45 

;  22.64 

33.0 

Sch  bks/suppUes  for  college  .... 

26.56 

25.25 

17.75 

16.63 

24.53 

1  16.65 

41.01 

Sch  bks/^p  for  elem/high 
sch . .  . 

6.23 

5.70 

3.25 

5.64 

7.82 

i  9.59 

11.2 

‘School  supplies,  etc.— un- 

spedfted . . . 

28.10 

34.20 

10.53 

22.22 

35.87 

1  5i73 

50.4 

Tobacco  products  and  smoking 
supplies . . . . 

1  242.33 

1  221.48 

1  250.05 

262.82 

292.87 

! 

249.43 

270.2 
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Appendix  1  .—Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey 

1988,  Feb.  13, 1990] 


June  7, 1990 


Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Cigarettes  . 

224.61 

mm 

235.29 

244.22 

273.20 

230.82 

251.80 

Other  tobacco  products . 

15.28 

13.94 

16.00 

17.99 

17.73 

17.12 

•Smoking  accelssories . 

2.44 

0.82 

2.60 

1.69 

0.88 

1.37 

•Marijuana . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Miscellaneous  . 

597.58 

345.77 

474.63 

553.17 

769.62 

811.02 

1182.12 

•Miscellaneous  fees,  pari¬ 
mutuel  losses . 

38.61 

20.23 

56.87 

26.40 

62.29 

47.69 

76.50 

Legal  fees . 

104.50 

81.84 

49.27 

109.06 

133.34 

62.67 

255.98 

Funeral  expenses . 

49.32 

44.70 

82.98 

57.05 

13.57 

49.05 

18.62 

Safety  der^sit  box  rental . 

5.69 

4.05 

3.61 

5.05 

5.86 

6.20 

12.59 

Checking  accounts,  oth  bank 
services . 

25.19 

16.23 

26.64 

28.95 

33.62 

38.14 

31.99 

Cemetery  lots  or  vaults  . 

17.66 

14.30 

25.91 

12.86 

13.74 

12.52 

18.29 

Accounting  fees . 

39.87 

18.96 

20.72 

33.62 

52.32 

47.89 

93.19 

•Miscellaneous  personal  senr- 
ices . 

23.02 

14.53 

16.61 

12.43 

39.32 

40.69 

47.86 

Rnance  chgs.  exd.  mortgage 
veh  . 

203.45 

89.63 

149.53 

217.35 

284.11 

321.25 

408.61 

Occupational  expenses . 

90.26 

41.30 

42.48 

50.40 

131.46 

184.94 

218.49 

Cash  contributions . 

730.19 

352.83 

486.72 

529.28 

781.16 

956.30 

2102.92 

Cash  contri  non-CU  memb, 
indu  alimony  and  students 
at  college  (Sec  22) . 

179.06 

64.23 

108.84 

127.13 

209.98 

235.99 

549.04 

Gifts  non-OU  members . 

149.99 

70.48 

52.77 

109.45 

161.57 

162.57 

485.66 

Contributions  to  charities . 

69.16 

13.23 

38.96 

32.84 

65.78 

99.80 

244.53 

Contributions  to  church  . 

295.54 

197.57 

276.14 

242.30 

322.49 

423.81 

661.17 

Contributions  to  educa.  organi¬ 
zations  . 

17.97 

1.07 

2.76 

2.95 

12.56 

12.48 

89.44 

Political  contributions . 

7.29 

0.89 

1.75 

2.38 

6.73 

10.74 

30.82 

Other  contributions . 

11.18 

5.37 

5.50 

12.23 

2.05 

10.90 

42.27 

Personal  insurance  and  pensions  .. 

2532.36 

682.85 

1373.19 

2097.59 

3266.30 

4542.32 

6883.06 

Life  and  other  personal  insur¬ 
ance  . 

324.17 

137.92 

280.62 

301.69 

354.87 

494.30 

729.64 

-Life/endow/annuit/oth  pars 
ins  . 

312.04 

132.62 

275.54 

290.33 

342.68 

468.16 

704.02 

Other  non-heaith  insur¬ 
ance  . 

12.13 

5.30 

5.08 

11.36 

12.19 

26.13 

25.62 

Retirement  pensions,  socieU  secu¬ 
rity  . 

2208.19 

544.93 

1092.57 

1795.89 

2911.44 

4048.02 

6153.42 

Deduction  for  government  re¬ 
tirement  . 

65.36 

4.38 

25.17 

48.33 

82.39 

119.99 

211.42 

Deductions  for  railroad  retire¬ 
ment  . 

6.23 

0.00 

1.33 

0.24 

19.12 

16.29 

13.24 

Deductions  for  private  pen¬ 
sions  . 

156.10 

11.73 

39.55 

84.28 

160.98 

328.55 

564.77 

Deductions  for  self-empioy- 
ment  iRA’s  and  Keogh  plans 

297.28 

36.24 

78.45 

181.88 

333.32 

494.25 

1049.52 

Deductions  for  sociai  security  . 

1683.21 

492.58 

948.07 

1481.16 

2315.63 

3088.94 

4314.48 

^  Components  of  income  and  taxes  are  derived  from  “Complete  income  reporters”  only;  see  glossary. 


Appendix  2.— Marketbasket  Descriptions 


Food  at  home: 

Ground  Beef . 

Price  per  LB  of  regular  ground  beef.  Average  size  package. 

Loose,  pre-packaged.  DO  NOT  PRICE  LEAN. 

Sirloin  SteeUr . 

Price  per  LB.  Average  size  package. 

1st  choice:  Rat  bone. 

2nd  choice:  Round  bone. 

Round  Steak,  boneless 

Price  per  LB.  Average  size  package. 

1st  choice:  Top  round  steak. 

2nd  choice:  Eye  round  steak. 

Chuck  Roast,  boneless 

Price  per  LB  of  arm  pot  roast  Average  size  package. 

Round  Ro2tst  boneless 

Price  per  LB.  Average  size  package. 

1st  choice:  Top  round  roast. 

2nd  choice:  Tip  roast. 
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APPENDIX  2.— Marketbasket  DESCRIPTIONS— Continued 

Salt _ 

Price  for  26  OZ  box  of  iodized  salL 
l8t  choice:  Morton. 

2nd  choice:  Ivory. 

3rd  choice:  Private  Label. 

Ketchup . 

Price  for  14  OZ  bottle  of  Heinz  ketchup. 

Cooking  Oil  . 

1 

Price  for  48  FL  OZ  bottle. 

1st  choice:  Crisco. 

2nd  choice:  Wesson. 

Margarine  _ 

Price  for  1  LB,  four  sticks. 

: 

1st  choice:  Bkie  Bonrret. 

2nd  choice:  Parkay. 

Frozen  Dinner . 

Price  for  1 1 .5  OZ  (326  G)  Swanson— Turkey,  whipped  potatoes,  peas,  arxl  fruit  comoote,  frozen  dkiner. 

Jello  Gelatin  . 

Price  for  3  OZ  box  of  Jelio  Gelatin  dessert 

Baby  Food . 

Price  for  one  4  OZ  jar  of  Gerber  Second  Foods  strairred  vegetable  or  fruit 

Candy  Bar . 

Price  for  one  2.07  OZ  Snickers  candy  bar.  If  not  available,  price  most  popular  btarK:h  of  same  size. 

Sugar,  granulated _ 

Price  for  5  LB  bag  of  graruiiated  cane  or  beet  sugar,  lowest  price  available.  Do  not  price  generic  sugar. 

Bottled  Water . 

Price  for  one  gallon  (128  FL  OZ)  bottled  drinking  water.  DO  NOT  PRICE  SPARKUNG  OR  DISTtaED  WATER. 

1  Food  away  from  home: 

Breakfast . 

Price  for  typical  breakfost  such  as,  bacon  and  2  eggs  or  waffles,  coffee  and  juice.  Report  percentages  added  for 
tax,  tip  and  service  charge. 

Lunch  . 

Price  for  typical  lunch,  such  as,  chefs  salad  or  cheeseburger  platter  and  small  soft  drink.  Report  percentages 
added  for  tax,  tip  and  service  charge. 

Dinner . 

Price  for  typical  dinner,  such  as.  New  York  strip  or  seafood  plattar  and  coffee.  Report  percentages  added  for  tax, 
tip  and  service  charge. 

Fast  Food  Lunch/Din- 

Average  price  of  a  meal  at  a  fast  food  establishment.  Prfca  for  typical  meal,  such  as.  Big  Mac  or  Whopper,  me- 

ner. 

drum  french  fries  and  medium  coke. 

Ice  Cream  Cone . . 

1  Price  for  regular  (one  scoop)  vanilla  ice  cream  cone. 

Tobacco: 

Cigarettes,  kkrg  size 

Price  for  1  carton  (200  cigarettes)  of  Winston  filter-kings  soft  pack.  DO  NOT  INCLUDE  SALES  TAX. 

Alcohol: 

Beer  at  home  . 

Price  for  a  six-pack  of  12  OZ  cans  of  Budweiser.  DO  NOT  PRICE  REFRIGERATED  BEER. 

Wine  at  home . 

Price  for  750  ML  of  Gallo  chablis  blanc. 

Beer  away  . . 

Price  for  glass  of  Budweiser/  MMer  Lite  beer.  List  percent  for  tax. 

Wirteaway  . . . . 

Price  of  house  whM  wirte.  List  percent  for  tax 

Furnishings,  Household  Op¬ 
erations: 

Appliance  repair . 

Price  to  replace  oven  thermostat  control  for  Maytag  Model  «CRE3(^.  Include  hourly  rate  trip  charge  and  parts 
cost.  Part  Number  i7404P029-60. 

Housekeeping  services 

Price  per  hour  for  bi-weekly  cleaning.  House  approximately  2,000  sq.  ft.  Family  size  four.  If  hoaty  rate  not  avail¬ 
able,  please  complete  items  in  the  Comment  Section.  Senrices  include  the  following: 

Balhroom(s>— Sanitize  walls,  floor,  counter  tops,  t>alt4ub,  stool 

Kitchen— Sanitize  walls,  floor,  counter  tope,  cabinets,  appliances 

Living  Room  &  Dining  Room— Dust,  polish  furniture  and  vacuum 

- 

Bedrooms — Dust,  polish  furniture  a^  vacuum.  If  other  services  are  included,  please  rtote. 

Moving . 

Price  per  hour  for  a  wrthirr-city  move,  two  men  with  ertciosed  vaiv  Include  any  van  rental  fees. 

Toilet  tissue _ 

Price  for  a  4  toil  pack. 

1st  choice:  Cottonelle. 

2nd  choice:  Northern. 

Pen . 

Price  for  10  pack  Bic  round  Stic  medium  pen. 

Postage . . . 

Price  for  First  Class  postage  for  a  letter. 

Laund^soap  . 

Price  for  64  FL  OZ  of  liquid  household  laundry  detergenL 

1st  choice:  Tide. 

2nd  choice:  Wisk. 

Potting  soil  . 

Price  for  one  20  LB  bag  of  Hyponex  ail-purpose  potting  soil. 

Bed  sheet  set . 

Price  for  one  set  queen-size  no-iron  cotton  &  polyester  percale  sheets  (180  thread  count).  One  set  consists  of  one 
fitted  sheet,  one  flat  sheet  and  two  piitowcases. 

Bath  towel  . 

Price  for  a  27x50  inch  Fieldcrest  Royal  Classic  bath  towel. 

Living  room  char  . 

Price  for  a  reciiner  chair,  swivel  rocker  or  wall  saver. 

Button  backed  with  base  construction  of  15  zigzag  springs. 

1st  choice:  Lane. 

2nd  choice:  Lazy  boy. 

DO  NOT  PRICE  SPECIAL  ORDER  FABRIC. 

Bedroom  group  . 

Price  for  nightstand,  headboard,  5-drawer  chest,  triple  dresser  with  mirror.  Solid  wood  top,  front,  mirror  kame  arxl 
headboard.  Veneer  sides.  Drawer  construction  should  hafve  French  dovelaa  or  English  doveM  joints  and  dust 
plate. 

Dining  room  table . 

Price  for  table  with  center  pedestal  and  four  standard  double  rung  chairs.  Table  should  have  veneer  top  and  dou¬ 
ble  runners  for  leaves  w^  bofo  portions  of  the  table  mowabte. 

WasNr>g  machine  . 

Price  for  large  capacity  washing  machine  with  infinite  load  selection,  4  water  temperatures,  3  wash  cycles  (regu¬ 
lar,  pemranent  press  &  knits/delicate),  porcelaki  enamel  lop.  Id  &  basket  seM-ciean  lint  filter,  fabric  softener  & 
bleach  dispenser  arxl  self-levelirtg  rear  legs. 

1st  choice:  Maytag  Model  #A7500. 

2nd  choice:  Gerrerat  Electric  Model  «WWA7678M. 

1  3rd  choice:  Whirlpool  Model  «LA5300XT. 
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Appendix  2.— Marketbasket  Descriptions— Continued 


Kitchen  range 


Price  for  30-ir)ch  electric  range  with  porcelain  enameled  cooktop,  removable  coil  surf£K:e  elements  with  chrome  re¬ 
flector  bowls,  rotary  dock  arfo  timer,  oven  light,  multipane  oven  window,  storage  drawer,  standard  deaning 
oven  with  two  oven  racks  and  a  porceldn  enamel  broiler  pan  and  insert. 

1st  choice:  Maytag  Model  #CRE305. 

2nd  choice:  General  Electric  Model  #JBS26P. 

3rd  choice:  Whirtpod  Modei  #RF3105XX. 


4th  choice:  Kenmore  Model  #91721. 


Refrigerator 


Price  for  no-frost  18.5  cubic  ft  refrigerator  with  reversible  doors  and  energy  saver  switch,  4  split  glass  shelves, 
fixed  glass  crisper  shelf  with  2  sealed/mdsture  controlled  crisper  drawers,  double  wall  n^eat  drawer.  Door  con¬ 
tains  2  covered  dairy  compartments,  1  deep  fixed  bin,  4  deep  adjustable  bins.  Freezer  has  2  adjustable  wire 
shelves,  2  deep  fixed  door  bins,  4  ice  trays  and  1  ice  storage  bin. 

1st  choice:  Maytag  Model  #RTD19A. 

2nd  choice:  General  Electric  Model  #TBX19ZP. 

3rd  choice:  Whirlpool  Model  #ET18DKXXN. 

4th  choice:  Amana  Model  #TX20QB. 


Vacuum . . 

Two-slice  toaster 


Two  quart  casserole  .... 
China . 


Electric  drill 


Lawn  Trimmer  (Sum¬ 
mer  pricirtg  only). 

Red  roses,  fresh  cut  .... 
Hammer . 

Window  shade  . 

Bath  mg  . 

Srtow  blower  (Alaska 
pricing  only). 

Clothing . 

Man’s  suit . 

Man's  jeans . 


Man’s  dress  shirt 


Man’s  jacket  (Summer 
pridrrg  ortly). 

Boys  jeans  . 


Price  for  Eureka  upright  Model  #2034.  The  Boss”  6.5  amps,  120  volts,  with  extra  suction  power,  height  adjust- 
ntent,  edge  cleaner,  regular  bag  and  20-foot  cord. 

Price  for  Proctor-Silex  two-slice  toaster,  chrome  body,  wide  slot  with  pastry  defrost  setting. 

1st  choice:  Model  #T2042. 

2nd  choice:  Model  #T620B. 

Price  for  Coming-Ware  2  QT  casserole  dish  with  cover,  simple  pattern. 

Price  for  Corelle,  simple-edged  pattern  tableware  set  Set  consists  of  16  pieces,  4  dinner  plates,  4  desert  plates,  4 
salad  bowls  a^  4  mugs. 

1st  choice:  Design  Images. 

2nd  choice:  Natural  Images. 

Price  for  Black  &  Decker  horsepower  %  inch  variable  speed,  reversible  electric  drill  with  cord. 

1st  choice:  Model  #7144. 

2r>d  choice:  Modei  #7190. 

3rd  choice:  Modei  #7193. 

Price  for  gas  powered  Weed  Eater  brand  lawn  trimmer. 

Price  for  one  dozen  tong  stemmed,  fresh  cut  red  roses. 

Price  for  Staniey  Model  #51616.  16  OZ  head  daw  hammer,  wood  handle,  high  carbon  steel  head,  black  finish. 

Overall  length  13V4”. 

Price  ZT'/z  inch  wide  window  shade. 

Price  for  a  2436  inch  solid  color,  oblong  bathmg. 

Price  for  8  HP  two-stage  gas  snow  thrower  with  mbber  tracks,  6  forward,  2  reverse  speeds  £uxi  adjustable  snow 
chute. 

Price  for  two-piece  single-breasted  business  suit  of  the  type  ger^erally  worn  to  the  office.  Conservatively  colored 
and  styled  with  a  fabric  blend  of  45%  wool  and  55%  polyester. 

Price  of  Levi’s  jeans. 

1st  choice:  #501. 

2nd  choice:  #505  (zipper  not  buttonfly). 

Price  for  white  or  solid  color,  long  sleeve,  button  cuff,  plain  collar  dress  shirt,  approximately  35%  cotton,  65%  poly¬ 
ester.  A  dress  shirt  will  have  exact  collar  and  sleeve  sizes. 

Example:  15V^  collar,  34  sleeve. 

Possible  brands:  Arrtw,  Van  Heusen. 

Price  for  unlined  Levi’s  jean  jacket.  Cotton  denim  with  button  front  two  chest  pockets  and  two  side  pockets. 

Price  of  Levi’s  jear>s  (size  7-14). 

1st  choice:  #501. 

2nd  choice:  #506. 


Boy’s  shirt 


Price  for  screen-printed  t-shirt  commoniy  worn  by  boys  ages  8  through  10  years  (size  7-14).  Puiiover  with  crew 
neck,  short  sleeves  and  poiyester/cotton  blertd. 

Possible  brarfo:  Ocean  Pacific. 


Man's  parka  (Winter 
pricing  only). 

Man’s  insulated  urtder- 
wear  (Winter  pricing 
only). 

Man’s  undershirt  (sum¬ 
mer  pricing  only). 

Worrran’s  dress . 


Woman’s  blouse 
Woman’s  slacks 


Price  for  parka  with  polyester  fiber  fill  arfo  nylon  lining,  tow-way  front  zipper,  front  pockets,  hidden  hood  emd  self- 
adjusting  cuffs. 

Price  for  wNte  light  weight,  crew  neck  thermal  underwear  top  of  cotton  and  polyester. 

Possible  brands:  J.E.  Morgan,  Hanes. 

Price  for  white  undershirts  with  short  sleeves,  set  of  three.  If  not  in  set  of  three,  report  the  number  of  undershirts 
in  package. 

Possible  brands:  Jockey. 

Price  for  a  long  sleeve  shirt  waist  dress  appropriate  for  office  attire.  Exclude  any  unusual  ornamentation.  The 
dress  should  be  blend  of  cotton  and  polyester. 

Possible  brands:  Sabina,  Wrapper. 

Price  of  100%  polyester,  white,  long  sleeve,  button  front  blouse  and  minimum  trim. 

Possible  brands:  Wrapper,  Girls,  Girls,  Girls. 

Price  for  the  type  (materials  and  styles)  most  commonly  used  for  office  wear. 

Possible  brand:  Dmnkenny. 
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Woman’s  sweater 


Woman's  jacket  (Sum¬ 
mer  pricing  only). 
Woman's  accessories  .. 
Girl's  dress  . . . 


Girl's  jeans  . 
Gki's  blouse 


Woman's  parka  (Winter 
pricmgoniy). 

Infanfs  sleeper . 

Disposable  diaper  . 

Man's  shoes  (Summer 
pricirtg  only). 

Woman’s  shoes  (Sum¬ 
mer  pricing  only). 

Man's  boots  (Wmter 
pricing  only). 

Woman’s  boots  (Winter 
pricing  only). 

Jewelry . 

Coin  laurrdry . . . 

Dry  clean  man's  suit  .... 

Domestic  service: 

Day-care . 

Babysitter,  per  hour  . 


Professional  Services: 

Legal  services . 

Accounting  services  . 

Personal  care: 

Woman's  cut  and  styled 
blow  dry. 

Man's  haircut . 

Lipstick  . 


Shampoo . 

Recreation: 

Bowling . . . 

Golf  (Summer  pricing 
only). 

Movie  theater  . 

Health  club . 

Piano  lessons . . . 

Downhill  skiing  (Winter 
pricing  only). 

Rr^er  skating  (Winter 
pricirrg  only). 

Video  rental . . . 

Video  recorder  — . 


Audio  cassette  . . 

Compact  disc  player  ... 


Color  television 


appemoix  2.— Marketbasket  Descriptions— Continued 


Price  for  100%  codon,  crew  neck  sweater  with  rte  knit  cutis  and  bottom.  Exdude  any  unusud  omamentatkm  or 
patterns. 

Possi)te  brand:  Luda 

Price  for  urtlined  wind^reaker 

Price  for  splif-grEHn,  cowhide  leather.  Amity  checkbook  dutch  waiel. 

Price  of  cotton  biend  tong-sleeve  dress  appropriam  for  schod.  Exclude  extra  omamenlalioa  For  gMs  ages  8 
through  10  (size  7-14). 

Possible  brand:  Carteits. 

Price  oi  LevTs  49(^  beisic  relaxed  taper  jean,  two  back  pockets  and  two  froi4  pockets.  For  girts  ages  8  through  10 
years  (size  7-14). 

Price  of  cotton  blend,  white  or  soM  color,  long  sleeve,  button  from  btouse.  For  girfs  ages  8  through  10  years  (size 
7-14). 

Possible  brand:  This  Side  Up. 

Price  for  long  wool  biend  reefer  coat  with  Etcetafe  Mng  double  breasted  with  notched  cottar  and  wind  btocking 
neck  button. 

Price  tor  orre-piece  sleeping  garment  with  legs,  covering  the  body  induding  the  feet. 

Possible  brands:  Gerber,  Playskool. 

Price  for  54  count  package  Pampers,  small  (8-14  LBS). 

Price  of  100%  leather  wing  tips. 

Possibie  brands:  Bostonian,  Johnson  and  Murphy. 

FTice  for  woman's  pump  st^e  shoes  with  endosed  heel  atxl  toe,  leather  uppers  and  the  rest  of  mEtnmsKte  mate¬ 
rials.  Heel  height  should  be  approximately  two  toches. 

Possible  brands:  9  West,  CEmdies. 

Price  for  8  inch  waterproof,  insulated  leather  boot  wite  CambreBe  Bning. 

Possible  brands:  Timbertand.  Herman. 

Price  for  calf  height,  pte  lined,  urethane  upper  boot  wdh  1  inch  heel. 

Possible  brarxls:  Naturallzer. 

Price  for  otte  pair  6mm  t4K  gold  bail  earrings  for  pierced  ears. 

Price  for  one  load  of  taundry  using  a  regular  size,  top  loadfrtg  commerctai  WEtshing  machtoa.  DO  NOT  INCLUDE 
COST  OF  DRYING. 

Price  to  dry  dean  a  man's  2-piece  busirtess  suit  of  typical  fabric. 

Price  for  one  month  of  day-care  for  a  three  yoar-old  ch9d  ^  days  a  week,  about  8  hours  per  day).  W  monttily  rate 
is  not  available,  price  per  week. 

Average  hourly  rate  for  one  child,  age  four  years,  evening,  before  midnight.  (Teenager  in  your  home.)  DO  NOT 
PRICE  BABYSITTING  SERVICE.  Special  Irrstructions:  if  typical  for  your  area,  you  may  wish  to  obtain  quotes 
from  friends/acquEuntances  in  your  area  who  use  teerrage  babysitters. 

Hourly  rate  for  general  counsel. 

Price  average  rate  to  complete  tax  Form  1040  and  Schedule  A  induding  state  schedules. 

'’Regular  service”  price  for  a  woman's  cut  and  styled  blow  dry.  lixAide  wash.  NO  CURLING  IRON  IF  EXTRA 
CHARGE. 

Price  of  a  man's  typical  haircut.  Do  not  include  wash. 

Price  for  one  tube  of  Revlon  lipstick. 

1st  choice:  Moondrops. 

2nd  choice:  Super  Lustrous. 

Price  for  15  FL  OZ  bottle  of  Revlon  Rex  shampoo  for  normal  hair. 

Price  for  1  game  of  open  (or  non-league)  bowling  on  Saturday  night.  Exdude  cost  of  shoe  rental. 

Price  for  18  holes  of  golf  on  a  weekend.  If  only  9  hole  rate  is  available,  report  twice  the  price.  If  only  daily  rate  is 
avEiilable  (unlimited  number  of  holes),  report  the  Saturday  or  SurKiay  rate. 

Typical  adult  price  for  regular  length  evening  film.  Report  weekerrd  evening  price  if  efifferent  from  weekdEty. 

Price  for  regular  individual  membership  for  1  year  for  exi^ng  member.  Do  not  incfode  any  initial  feee  assessed 
only  to  new  members.  If  yearly  rate  is  not  available,  price  per  month. 

Price  (or  private  lesson  for  a  beginner  one-half  hour  in  length. 

Price  for  one  lift  ticket  on  Saturday. 

Price  for  one  session  of  open  skating  on  Saturday  night  tnduda  ttte  cost  of  skate  rental. 

Price  to  rent  one  video  tape  of  recentty  released  movie.  Saturday  night  (1  day)  rate.  Non-member  fee. 

Price  for  Zenittt  model  «VRJ415  VHS  video  recorder.  Two  video  heads,  quartz  tuner,  155  channel  cable  ready 
with  remote  contiol.  One  year  8-event  timar  programmirTg.  auto  timer  activation,  auto  channel  search,  instant 
record/standby,  3  second  ^wer  backup  smd  picture  sa»ch  lock.  )> 

Regular  price  for  a  current  b^-seUing  audio  cassette.  NOT  SALE  PRICE.  DO  NOT  PRfCE  DOUBLE  TAPE. 

ExEtfnpIs:  Ropin'  The  Wind  by  Garth  Brooks,  AdrenaKze  by  Def  Leppard. 

Price  for  trasic  CO  player  for  one  dfec  with  oversampling  digitai  fittw  and  trasic  infrared  wireless  remote. 

1st  ctMXce:  Sony  Model  #COP297. 

2nd  choice:  Kenwood  Model  #DP2030. 

Price  for  Zenith  modei  #SJ2063  Ser^  2  color  TV.  2(r  table  model  with  Chroma  Color  Contrast  picture  tube,  178 
channel  capabiNy.  eiectionic  tuning,  auto  chanrtel  mvitch,  HRC/ICC  search,  Keyboard  Ctrannei  Selection,  TV/ 
VCR  remote  control,  phase  lock  lo^AFC,  on-screen  channei/ttme  smd  menus,  flashback,  sleep  ttmer,  13.5” 
oval  speaker  Emd  video  filter. 
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Basic  cable  service 

Veterirrary  services 
Pet  food . 


Film  developing . 

Camera  film . 

Tennis  balls . 

Board  game  . 

AH-terrain  vehicle  (Win¬ 
ter  pricing  only). 


Appendix  2.— Marketbasket  Descriptions— Continued 


Price  for  one  month  of  basic  cable  channel  TV.  DO  NOT  INCLUDE  HOOKUP  CHARGES  OR  PREMIUM  CHAN¬ 
NELS. 

Typical  fee  for  general  office  visit  for  a  rabies  inoculation  for  a  small  dog.  Include  the  cost  of  the  office  visit. 

Price  for  6  OZ  can  of  cat  food. 

1st  choice;  9  Lives. 

2nd  choice:  Wiskas. 

Price  to  process  and  print  35  millimeter,  24  exposure,  100  ASA  color.  SINGLE  PRINTS  ONLY  PLEASE. 

Price  for  35  millimeter,  24  exposure,  100  ASA  Kodak  camera  film. 

Price  for  can  of  three  heavy-duty  felt,  yellow,  Wilson  tennis  balls. 

Price  for  MorK)poly  board  game  by  Parker  Brothers.  DO  NOT  PRICE  DELUXE  EDITION. 

Price  for  Hornia  250X-2  wheel  drive  all-terrain  vehicle. 


Book . 

Magazine . 

Local  newspaper 


Price  for  top  ten  best  selling  paperback  book. 

Price  for  a  single  copy  of  Time  magazine. 

Price  for  a  single  copy  of  the  most  common  DAILY  newspaper  distributed  in  the  area.  DO  NOT  PRICE  WEEK¬ 


END  PAPER. 


Miscellaneous  Expense 
Comportent: 

Pain  reliever . 

Tetracycline,  prescrip¬ 
tion. 

Optonietrist,  office  visit 
Dentist,  dean  and 
check  teeth. 

Doctor,  office  visit  . 


Hospital  room 


Price  for  100  tablets  of  extra-strength  Tylenol.  DO  NOT  PRICE  CAPLETS  OR  GELCAPS. 

Price  of  40  capsules  of  tetracycline,  250  milligram  strength.  Report  price  for  most  common  national  brand  sold. 

Typical  fee  for  visual  analysis  induding  tonometry,  refraction  and  glaucoma  screening. 

Charge  for  x-rays,  exam  and  prophylaxis  (light  scaling  and  polishing)  or  “deaning  of  teeth”  without  special  treat¬ 
ment  of  gums  or  teeth.  DO  NOT  PRICE  INITIAL  VISIT. 

Typic£kl  fee,  after  the  initial  visit,  for  an  office  visit  when  medical  advice  or  simple  treatment  is  needed.  Do  not  in¬ 
clude  the  charge  for  a  regular  physical  examination,  injections,  medication  or  lab  tests  (routine  brief  visit).  Price 
General  Practitioner,  DO  NOT  PRICE  SPECIALIST. 

Daily  charge  for  a  private  room.  Include  food  and  routine  care.  Exclude  cost  of  operating  room,  surgery,  medicine 
and  lab  fees. 


Housing-related  component: 

Bathroom  caulking  . 

Computation  of  electric 
bill. 


Please  price  an  8-ounce  tube  of  white  bathroom  caulking,  most  popular  brand. 
Obtain  percent  of  customers  using  as  primary  heating  source: 

Average  consumption: 

Customer  service  charge  (single  phase  service); 

Cost  for  first  KWH: 

Cost  of  over  first  KWH; 

Other  items  included  on  bill: 

Comments; 


Computation  of  gas  bill 


Computation  of  water 
bill. 


Electrical  outlet .. 
Electrical  work  ... 

Fire  extinguisher 

Interior  painting  . 


Latex  interior  paint 

Post  control . 

Undog  drain . 

Kitchen  faucet  . 


Obtain  percent  of  customers  using  as  primary  heating  source: 

Average  consumption: 

Average  cost  per  Sq.  Ft.; 

Customer  service  charge; 

Cost  for  first  Cu.  Ft.; 

Cost  for  over  first  Cu.  Ft.: 

Other  items  Included  on  bill: 

Comments: 

Obtain  average  consumption: 

Customer  service  charge; 

Cost  for  first _ Gallons: 

Cost  for  over _ Gallons: 

Other  items  induded  on  bill: 

Comments: 

Please  price  a  2-plug  grounded  electrical  outlet.  Medium  priced. 

Price  to  add  drcuit  breaker  for  dishwasher.  Cut  y*  inch  hole  in  wooden  floor  for  cable.  Connect  dishwasher  di¬ 
rectly  to  power  box  (power  box  is  easy  to  reach).  EXCLUDE  COST  OF  MATERIALS. 

Please  price  a  fire  extinguisher  with  a  UL  rating  of  10BC,  2.5  pound  size. 

Possible  brand:  Kidde. 

Price  to  paint  12^  x  14'  living  room  with  8'  ceilings.  Walls  are  plaster  or  drywall  in  good  repair.  Two  standard  sized 
sash  windows,  one  picture  window,  one  standard  wood  door.  Rooms  have  simple  wood  baseboards  and  trim. 
Existing  paint  is  latex,  flat  white,  smooth  finish,  about  three  years  old.  Trim  paint  is  latex,  white,  gloss  enamel, 
about  three  years  old.  Walls  emd  trim  require  no  surface  preparation.  Exclude  cost  of  materials.  Obtain  labor 
rate  per  hour,  flat  charge  if  any,  and  estimated  time  to  complete  job. 

Please  price  one  gallon  white,  interior  flat  latex  paint.  Price  a  national  brand  with  one  coat  coverage.  Possible 
brands:  Dutch  Boy,  Glidden. 

Price  for  basic  pest  control  maintenance  (one  visit).  Price  follow-up  maintenance  only,  not  the  initial  application. 

Price  to  unclog  kitchen  sink  drain  by  mechanical  means  (snake,  auger,  etc.).  Only  include  pipe  removal  to  access 
trap  if  necessary. 

Price  a  Peerless  single  control  chrome-plated  faucet  with  spray.  Faucet  is  solid  brass  and  stainless  steel  quality 
construction  with  copper  waterways,  washerless  design  and  triple  chrome  plating.  Warrantied  for  as  >ong  as  the 
home  is  owned. 
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Real  estate  taxes .  Call  the  local  tax  assessor  office  and/or  local  tax  collector/treasurer  for  each  living  community  in  the  report.  Re¬ 

quest  the  current  real  property  tax  rate,  any  special  charges  that  are  added  to  the  tax  biH  and  any  homestead 
credits  that  might  be  deducted  from  the  bill.  Ask  when  properties  were  last  assessed  £md  what  base  year  tax 
rate  should  be  applied  to.  Request  information  as  to  what  month  rates  are  certified  and  when  biNs  are  mailed. 
Verify  any  signifirant  increases  or  decreases  from  previous  records. 

Long  distance  tele-  Price  the  cost  of  a  10  minute  call,  received  on  a  weekday,  at  each  location  at  8:00  p.m.  (local  time);  direct  dial 
phone.  from  the  location  being  surveyed  to  each  of  the  following  cities;  New  York,  Chicago  and  Los  Angeles.  Include 

any  federal,  state,  local  or  excise  tax  that  is  applicable. 

Telephone  service .  Obtain  monthly  cost  for  unmeasured  service,  for  touch-tone  service,  and  for  tax. 

Household  insurance  ...  Homeowner  insurance.  For  each  living  community  surveyed  based  on  income  level,  provide  owner  housing  profile 
and  Insurance  cost  (semiannual  or  other).  Assume  H(>-6-type  coverage. 

Renter  insurance.  For  each  living  community  surveyed  based  on  income  level,  provide  renter  housing  profile  and 
insurance  cost  (semiannual  or  other).  Assume  HO-'4-type  coverage. 

Homeowners 

The  profiles  for  each  of  the 
home  sizes  costed  are  as 
follows: 

Low .  900(Sq.  Ft). 

Mid  .  1,300  (Sq.  Ft). 

High .  1,700  (Sq.  Ft.). 

The  worksheet  components 
for  data  collection  are  as 
follows: 

(1)  Address 

(2)  Selling  Price 

(3)  Sale  Date 

(4)  Age 

(5)  Room  Count  (bro¬ 

ken  down  into  bed¬ 
rooms  and  baths)  •• 

(6)  Square  Footage 

(7)  Price  Per  Square 
Foot 

Information  was  collected 
through  various  sources— 

Realtors,  Appraisers,  MLS 
data,  assessors’  offices 
and  private  sources. 

Data  collection  for  aged 
mortgages 

The  worksheet  components 
for  data  collection  for 
aged  mortgages  are  as 
follows: 

(1)  Address 

(2)  Selling  Price 

(3)  Sale  Date 

(4)  Age 

(5)  Room  Count  (bro¬ 
ken  down  into  bed¬ 
rooms  and  baths) 

(6)  Square  Footage 

(7)  Price  Per  Square 
Foot 

Transportation 
Component 

Vehicles . 


Base  price 
Options  .... 


Foes . 

Taxes  . 

Specifications 

Depreciation  . 
Gasoline . 


1992  Honda  Civic  DX  four  door  sedan,  1.5  Liter  4  Cylfoder  (1993  model  for  Alaska  pricing). 

1992  Ford  Taurus  GL  four  door  sedan,  3.0  Liter  6  Cylinder  (1993  model  for  Alaska  pricing). 

1992  Chevrolet  S10  Blazer  Two  Door,  four  wheel  drive,  4.3  Liter  6  Cylinder  (1993  model  for  Alaska  pricing). 

Obtain  the  base  price  (Manufacturer’s  Suggested  Retail  Price)  for  each  vehicle. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  the  foltowing  options:  Air  conditioning,  AM/FM  stereo  radio,  power  steering,  tinted  glass, 
power  disc  brakes,  engine  block  heater  (Alaska  only),  heavy-duty  battery  (Alaska  only),  studded  snow  tires 
(Alaska  only),  rustproofing  and  other  options. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  the  following  options:  Destination  charge,  shipping  charge,  dealer  markup,  documentation 
fees  and  other  one-time  fees. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  the  following  taxes:  Excise  tax,  import/customs  tax,  use  tax,  sales  tax  and  other  one-time 
taxes. 

For  each  vehicle,  obtain  the  foltowing  infonnation:  Length,  wheelbase,  tires,  curb  weight,  horsepower,  fuel  type 
and  fuel  performarrce  (mpg). 

For  each  vehicle,  compute  the  residual  value  after  12. 24,  36  and  48  months  respectively. 

For  each  station  name/brand,  price  regular  unleaded  setf-sen4ce  and  regular  unleaded  full-service. 
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Tana-cp _ 

Oi<9hai^ _ 

Change  autoniatic 
iPTCmission  Jluid. 


For  aach  wehtda,  fMoe  a  basic  tune-up.  tnckicio  parts  and  labor  lor  the  loHowing:  replace  spaiX  plu|^.  PCV  valve, 
fuel  Mer,  air  Nier.  and  breather  filter.  Check  distribulor  cap.  rotor,  timing,  and  idla. 

For  each  vehicle,  phoe  an  oil  change,  tnckide  parts  and  lal^  lor  the  following:  brain  old  oil,  replace  oil  filter  and 
refill  ullh  ftue  quarte  of  1OVtl30  SG  grade  ok.  W  GG  grade  is  unavailabie,  price  SF  grade  oil. 

For  each  vehiota,  prioe  to  change  automatic  transmissiQn  fluid.  Inciude  parts  and  labor  for  the  following:  Remove 
transmission  pan.  drain  Iransmissioi^  fluid,  replace  ttanamission  filter,  rei^e  transmission  pan  gasket,  replace 


transmission  fluid,  and  tsst  wahioie. 


Coolant  flush  and  fill  .... 
Mufflsr  system _ 

C.V.  joint  boots  . 

Miscellaneous  tax  . . 

Tires  . 

License  and  registration 

Automobile  finance  . 

Automobile  insurance  .. 

Round-trip  airfare . 


For  each  vehicle,  price  to  flush  and  All  engine  coolant.  Include  parts  and  labor  lor  the  following:  Remove  old  cool¬ 
ant  flueh  oo^aosnants,  and  repiaoe  with  new  coolant 

For  aach  vehtdei,  price  a  compiete  muffier  system,  inciude  parts  and  tabor  for  Are  following:  install  ail  parts  after 
the  catalytic  corwaiter.  These  parts  include  mid  pipes,  ola^s.  muffler,  and  tail  pipes. 

in  itawaii  and  the  Virg^  islands,  obtain  parts  costs  from  a  NAPA  dealer  in  ttie  appropriate  area.  Obtain  installa¬ 
tion/labor  costs  from  service  stations  or  wehicie  dealerships. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  C.V.  (Constant  Velocity)  Joint  Boot  replacement.  Price  should  include  parts  and  labor  for 
the  following:  Replace  two  front  rubber  boots.  Cost  does  not  include  joint  replacement. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  miscellaneous  tax.  Tell  how  rate  is  determined,  give  formula  for  new  vehicle  purchase, 
give  formula  for  subsequent  year  (2  to  5)  and  explain  billing. 

Price  a  P175/70R13  for  the  Honda  Civic.  Price  a  P205/70R14  for  the  Ford  Taurus  L.  Price  a  P205/R1S  lor  the 
Chevrolet  S10  Blazer  in  DC  area.  In  Guam,  Goodyear  tires  were  unavaHdble,  used  the  average  of  two  oom- 
parable  brands.  In  Alaska,  same  tire  sizes  used,  but  not  all  were  Goodyear.  Comparable  brands  were  priced  as 
available. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  title  fee,  passenger  vehicle  registration  fees,  plate  fees,  inspeofon  lees,  administration/ 
dericai/other  fees  and  local  added  fees.  Specify  if  one-time  or  annual.  List  any  exceptions  if  the  Blazer  is  not 
registered  as  a  passenger  vehicle. 

Obtain  the  rate  for  a  four  year  loan  based  on  a  down  payment  of  20  percent.  Assume  the  loan  applicant  is  a  cur¬ 
rent  bank  customer  who  will  make  payments  by  cash/check  and  not  by  automatic  deduction  from  the  account. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  insurance  coverage  identified  below.  Assume  that  vehicles  are  used  in  oormnuttrig  15 
mites/day,  12,000  miles/year  and  that  the  driver  is  a  35-year-old  married  male  with  no  accidents  or  violations  in 
the  last  five  years.  When  there  is  a  geographic  difference,  obtain  rates  for  two  different  living  communities.  In¬ 
clude  related  expense  fees  and  taxes. 

Price  for  lowest  cost  round  trip  ticket  to  Los  Angples,  CA.  Disregard  restrictions. 


Appendix  3.— Pricing  Changes,  Goods  and  Services/Miscellaneous  Expense/Housing  Rrateo 


Previous 


1.  Rourxj  Steak,  bone  in . 

2.  Chuck  Roast  bone  in,  1st  choice:  Arm  pot 
roast,  2nd  choice:  Eye  roast 

3.  Pork  Chops,  bor^e  in,  1st  choice:  Center  cut 
loin  rib  chc^s.. 

4.  Tuna,  canned  6.5  oz . 

5.  Baby  Food,  Price  for  one  4.5  oz  jar  of  Gerber 
strained  vegetable  or  fruit.. 

6.  Cake,  Priced  in  Bakery . 

7.  Refrigerated  Biscuits,  Price  for  7.5  oz  (212  G) 
tube  Pillsbury  Biscuits.  1st  choice:  10  Buttermilk 
biscuits,  2nd  choice:  10  Country  biscuits.. 

8.  Moving,  Priced  in  house . 


9.  Appliance  Repair,  Price  in  house . 

10.  Price  for  Bic  round  Stic  medium  pen . 

11.  Color  Television,  SG2019W  . 

12.  Video  Recorder.  VRG75 . 

13.  Compact  Disc  Player: 

Sony#CDP270  . 

Technics  #P370  _ i 

14.  KitctanAangK 

GE  #JBC26P . . 

Kaomore  «01681N _ 

15.  fleMgeralor  %Vhir1pool  «ET20OICXXN _ 

16.  Proctor-Siiex  Toaster,  #T204B . . . 

17.  Audio  Caasotta.  Spetiboimd  by  Paula  Abdut 
Extremely  Live  by  Vanilla  Ice. 

18.  Prioe  for  ona  kube  of  fleirion  ^Aoondrep^  lip¬ 
stick. 

18.  Price  to  unolog  Wfohen  sink  drain  by  meehani- 
cal  means  (snake,  auger,  etc )  Do  Net  Include 
Major  Pipe  Removal. 

20.  Man's  Insulated  Underwear _ 


Current 


Round  Steak,  boneless,  Description  the  same . 

Chuck  Roast  boneless,  Took  off  second'choice. . 

Pork  Chops,  bone  in,  1st  choice:  Center  cut,  rib 
chops.. 

Tuna,  canned,  6.13  oz  . 

Price  for  one  4  oz  jar  of  Gerber  Second  Foods 
strained  vegetable  or  fmit.. 

Will  price  in  grocery  store . 

Price  for  10  oz  (283  G)  tube  Pillsbury  Hungry 
Jack  Biscuits.. 

Have  RA  price . 


Have  RA  price . 

Price  for  10-pack  Bic  round  Stic  medium  pen. 

SJ2063  . 

VRJ415 . . . 

Sony  #CDP297  . 

Kenwood  j|fOP2030 _ _ 


GE  flJBSaeP _ _ 

Kanreore  <91721 _ _ _ 

Whiripool  riEriiDKXXN _ 

#T2042  . . . . 

ffopin’  The  Wind  by  Garth  Brooks,  Adrenafize  by 
Def  Leppard. 

Prioe  for  one  tube  of  fte^rion  lipstick.  1st  choioK 
MooTKlrops  2nd  choice:  Super  Lustrous. 

Prioe  to  urWog  idtohan  eink  drain  by  meohanicai 
means  (snake,  auger,  etc.),  only  Indude  pipe 
reoaovid  to  aooasB  bsp  If  necessary- 
Men's  Underahirt  — - 


Reason 


Bone  in  cuts  very  diflkxilt  to  And. 

Bone  in  cuts  very  difficuit  to  And. 

Loin  rib  chops  inconact  description. 

Manufacturer  change. 

Manufacturer  change. 

Per  0PM  request. 

Previously  prices  for  4-pacKs  were 
sometimes  obtained.  Hungry  Jack 
Biscuits  are  not  sold  in  4-pack. 

Can  be  hard  to  reach— often  have  to 
leave  message  for  businesses  to  call 
back,  often  wHI  not  return  cells  when 
not  local  number. 

Single  pen  often  not  anrailaiMe. 

New  Model  Number. 

New  Model  Number. 

New  Model  Number. 

New  Qomparable,  Techrucs  braito  Is  dif- 
fkxflt  to  ind. 

New  Model  Number. 

New  Modal  Number. 

New  Model  Number. 

New  Model  Number. 

Ourrant  best-seUing  titles. 

Moondrops  not  always  available. 

One  pipe  must  often  be  ramoved  to  ac- 
cees  the  trap. 

Repleoement  item  for  summer  pricing. 
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Appendix  3.— Pricing  Changes,  Goods  and  Services/Miscellaneous  Expense/Housing  Related— Continued 


Previous 


Currer^t 


Reason 


Price  for  white  light  weight,  crew  neck  thermal 
underwear  top  of  cotton  and  polyester. 

Possible  brands:  J.E.  Morgan,  Hanes . 

21.  Furniture:  Price  in  furniture  stores . . 

22.  Snow  Blower  (Winter  Pricing): 

Priced  in  Sears  and  Penne/s  catalogs . 

23.  Woman's  Parka  (Winter  Pricing): 

Price  for  nylon  parka  with  goose  down  filling, 
two-way  front  zipper,  two  front  pockets,  de- ' 
tachable  hood  and  velcro  closing  on 
sleeves. 

24.  Man’s  Parka  (Winter  Pricing): 

Price  for  cotton/polyester  blend  with  fiber  fill 
and  nylon  lining,  two-way  front  zipper,  two  j 
front  pockets,  detachable  hood  and  velcro 
closing  on  sleeves.  _ [ 


Price  of  white  undershirts  with  short  sleeves,  set 
of  three.  If  not  in  set  of  three,  report  the  num¬ 
ber  of  undershirts  in  package.. 

Possible  brand:  Jockey  . 

Price  from  catalog  . 

Price  in  local  outlets . 


Price  for  long  wool  blend  reefer  coat  with  acetate 
lining,  double  breasted  with  notched  collar  and 
wind  blocking  neck  button. 


Price  for  parka  with  polyester  fiber  fill  and  nylon 
lining,  two-way  front  zipper,  front  pockets,  hid¬ 
den  hood  and  self-adjusting  cuffs. 


0PM  request. 

No  longer  in  Penne/s  catalog  and  not 
available  from  Sears. 

Penneys  does  not  carry  a  woman’s 
parka,  a  dress  coat  is  the  only  type 
of  coat  both  catalogs  carry  that  is 
similar. 

Previous  description  not  avaiiable  in 
catalogs. 


Appendix  4 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Anchorage,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  26-May-93;  Winter  1993  Sun/ey] 


j 

Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income  j 

Upper  income 

Weights  ! 

Subtotal  I 

Weights 

Subtotal  ! 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Homo  . 

121.53 

25.52  1 

31.01 

22.38 

2720 

19.35 

23.52 

2.  Food  Away  From  Homo  . 

106.44 

15.95  I 

16.98 

16.09 

17.13 

16.23 

17.28 

3.  Tobacco . 

108.21 

3.13  ^ 

3.39 

2.54 

2.75 

1.96 

2.12 

4.  Mcohol . 

103.53 

2.92  j 

3.02 

2.79 

2.89 

2.67 

2.76 

5.  Furnishings  &  HskJ  Op  . 

108.39 

14.35 

15.55 

15.95 

17.29 

1  17.49 

18.96 

6.  Clothing . 

99.15 

14.24  ! 

14.12 

14.93 

15.59 

1  15.46 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

101.78 

1.78  i 

1  1.81 

1.79 

1.82  1 

1  1.81  1 

1  1.84 

8.  Professional  Services . 

96.09 

5.77  I 

1  5.54 

5.84 

5.61  ; 

1  5.91  1 

5.68 

9.  Personal  Caro . 

103.50 

3.57  I 

!  3.69 

3.47 

3.59  1 

I  3.38  j 

3.50 

10.  Recreation . . 

1  111.55 

12.77  1 

1 

j  14.22 

15.86  ! 

\  15.61 

!  17.41 

1 

i  . 

100.0  ' 

j  100.00 

I 

Total  Indexes: 

, 

i 

! 

Lower . 

109.35 

Mirfrita 

. 

108.94 

Upper . . . 

1  108.53 

CONSUMPTION  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 
[Location:  piairbanks,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  26-May-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


i 

Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  Income 

Middle  Income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights  i 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Homo  . 

118.72 

25.52 

22.38 

2657 

19.35 

22.97 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

.  103.33 

15.95 

16.48 

16.09 

16.63 

16.23  1 

16.77 

3.  Tobacco  . 

i  98.66 

3.13 

3.09 

2.54 

2.51 

1.96 

1.93 

4.  Alcohol  . ......i . 

104.28 

2.92 

3.04 

2.79 

2.91 

2.67 

2.78 

S.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . 

109.13 

14.35 

15.66 

15.95 

17.41 

17.49 

19.09 

6.  Clothing . . . 

91.32 

14.24 

13.00 

14.93 

13.63 

15.59 

14.24 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

74.74 

1.78 

1.33 

1.79 

1.34 

1.81 

1.35 

8.  Professional  Services . 

83.54 

5.77 

4.82 

5.84 

4.88 

551 

4.94 

9.  Personal  Care . 

102.22 

3.57 

3.65 

3.47 

3.55 

3.38 

3.46 

10.  Recreation . . . 

116.89 

12.77 

14.93 

14.22 

16.62 

15.61 

18.25 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

106.30 

Middle . 

. 

106.05 

Upper . 

. 

.  . . . . 

1 . 

105.78 
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Co»4SUMPTKM  Goods  mno  Services  Analysis 

ILocaBon:  Juneau.  AK;  Date  Prepared:  2B-May-93;  Wmter  1993  Survey] 


Categories 

‘USS  ' 

Lower  tnoome 

Middie  income 

upper  Income 

VYsHgiits 

Subtotal  1 

Weights 

Subtotal  ' 

Weights 

subtotal 

1,  Food  At  Home  . . . 

125.51 

25.52 

32.03  j 

22.38 

28.09 

19.35 

24.29 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . . 

110.70 

15.95 

17.66 

16.09 

17.81  ' 

16.23' 

17.97 

3.  Tobacco . 

114.08 

3.13 

3.57 

2.54 

2.90 ' 

1.96: 

2.24 

4.  AKxIhafl  . . . . 

113.54 

2.92 

3.32 

2.79 

3.17 

2.67 

3.03 

5.  FumIsNng&HSWOp  . 

112.05 

14.35 

16.08 

15.95 

17.87 

17.49, 

19.60 

6.  Clothing . 

96.34 

14.24 

13.72 

14.93 

14.38, 

15.59 

15.02 

7.  OomeSlic  Senrices . . . 

92.46' 

1.T8 

1.65 

1.79, 

1-66 

1.81 

1.67 

e.  Professionsl  Services . . . 

90.26 

5.77' 

5.21 

5.84' 

5.27' 

521  ' 

5.34 

0.  Personsll  Care . . . . 

113.50 

3.57 

4.05 

3.47' 

3.94 

3.38 

3.84 

10.  Recreation . 

106.17 

12.77 

13.56 

14.22 

15.10 

1561 

16.57 

TnM  iPeigMB . . . 

IOOjOOI 

100.00 ' 

wmmm 

100.00' 

Total  Indexes: 

mmmm 

l  nwAr . 

110.85 

MirMlA  . 

i 

Upper . 

109.57 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

(Location:  Noaia,  AK;  OMa  Prepaead:  26-MBy-83;  Vfinlar  1903  Stavay( 


Categories 

Category 

Lower  inoome 

Middle  inoome 

Upper  income 

indsd^ 

WeighlB 

Subldai 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Hoo»  . . .  . 

178.57 

25.52 

45.57 

22.38 

3926 

1925; 

3465 

2.  Food  Away  Flora  Home . . 

102.40 

15.95 

16.33 

16.09 

16.48 

1623 1 

1662 

3.  Tobacco . . . 

130.04 

3.13 

4.07 

2.54 

3l30 

126 

265 

4.  Alcohol  . . . .  . 

130.44 

2.92 

3.81 

2.79 

364 

2.67 

3.46 

5.  Furnishings  6  Hsid  Op .  . . 

126.37 

14.35 

18.42 

15.95 

2a48 

17.49: 

22.45 

6.  Clothing . -  . 

102.10 

14.24 

14.54 

14.93 

15l24 

15.59 

15J2 

7  Domestic  Services . .  . . 

134.41 

1.78 

2.39 

1.79 

2.41 

161 

2.43 

8.  ProfessionBi  Services _ _ 

90.23 

5.77 

5.21 

5.84 

5u27 

521  ! 

5.33 

9.  Personal  Cara  . . -  . 

106.56 

3.57 

3.80 

3.47 

3.70 

326 

3.S0 

10.  Recreation  . . . . 

139.68 

12.77 

17.84 

14.22 

19.86 

15.61 

21.80 

Total  WaigMs  ..  . . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.0 

Total  Indcaces: 

Lower . 

131 .98 

MiridIa . 

[IKPIIIIIIH 

130.34 

Upper . . . . 

HmmmmI 

iNmSmmI 

■jjljM 

128.73 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Localiorr.  VtondhAo,  HI;  Dale  Prepared:  264tay-03;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Categories 

Category 

indowaa 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

WeigMs 

SubloW 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  at  Home . . . 

141.62 

25.52 

36.14 

22.38 

31.09 

19.35' 

27.40 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  - . 

110.40 

15.95 

1761 

15.09 

17.76 

10.23  i 

17.92 

3.  Tobacco  . . . 

107.34 

3.13 

3.36 

2.54 

2.73 

1.96 

2.10 

4.  Alcohol  . . . . 

110.69 

2.92 

3.23 

2.79 

8.09 

2.07 

2.96 

5.  Furnishings  6  HsId  Op . . 

110.28 

14.35 

15.83 

15.95 

17.59 

17.49 

19.29 

6.  Clothing  . . . . . 

96.68 

14.24 

12.34 

14.93 

12.94 

15.59 

13.51 

7.  Domestic  Seivlces . . . 

66.22 

1.78 

1.18 

1.79 

1.19 

1.01  ' 

1.20 

6.  ProfesskMid  Services  _ _ 

107.57 

5.77 

6.21 

5.84 

0.28 

5.91  ; 

6.36 

9.  Personal  Cara . . . 

103.05 

3.57 

3.68 

3.47 

3.58 

3.38 

3.48 

W.  Recreatioa  . . . . . . 

114.00 

12.77 

14.56 

14.22 

10.21 

15.01 

17.90 

Total  WeigMs . . . . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indies: 

Lower  . 

114.14 

Middle . . 

113.06 

Upper _ _ _ 

. . . 

. 

. . . 

112.02 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 


[Location:  HHo,  HI;  Date  Prepared  28-May-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Categories 

Category 

indoices 

Lower  Income 

Middle  income 

Upper  irrcome 

Weights 

SuMoltd 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

t.  Food  At  Home . — . 

142.93 

25.52 

36.48 

22.38 

31.99 

19.36 

27.66 

2.  Food  Away  From  Homo  . . 

100.43 

15.95 

16.02 

16.09 

16.16 

1623 

16.x 

3.  Tobacco - - — . 

111.68 

3.13 

3.50 

2.54 

2.84 

1.96 

2.19 

4.  Alcohol . . . . . 

96.98 

2.92 

2.83 

2.79 

2.71 

2.67 

2.59 

5.  Furnishings  &  Held  Op  _ _ 

107.05 

14.35 

15.36 

15.95 

17.07 

17.49 

16.72 

6.  Clothing . .  ...  .... 

95.32 

14.24 

13.57 

14.93 

14.23 

15.59 

14.86 

7.  Domestic  Services . . . . 

63.37 

1.78 

1.13 

1.79 

1.13 

1.81 

1.15 

8.  Professioned  Services . 

85.48 

5.77 

4.93 

5.84 

4.99 

5.91 

5.05 

9.  Personal  Caro . 

104.82 

a57 

3.74 

3.47 

3.64 

3.38 

3.54 

10.  Recreation . . . 

100.69 

12.77 

12.86 

14.22 

14.32 

15.61 

15.72 

Total  Weights . . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  IndeW: 

Lower . . . 

110.42 

Middle . 

109.08 

Upper . . . 

■■IIH 

107.78 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Kailua  Kona,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  28-Mefy^;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

■Weights  ' 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

-  Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Home . 

142.02 

25.52 

X.24 

22.x 

31.78 

19.x 

27.48 

2.  Food  Away  From  Homo  . 

ri5.55 

15.95 

18.43 

16.09 

18.59 

16.23 

1  18.75 

3.  Tobacco . . . 

112.37 

3.13 

3.52 

2.54 

2.x 

1.x 

226 

4.  Alcohol . . . - . . 

104.03 

2.92 

3.04 

2.79 

2.x 

Z67 

2.78 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . . 

110.62 

14.x 

15.87 

15.x 

17.64 

17.49 

19.x 

6.  Clothing  . . . . 

87.16 

14.24 

12.41 

14.x 

13.01 

15.59 

13.59 

7.  Domestic  Sendees . . . 

83.x 

1.78 

1.48 

1.79 

1.49 

1.81 

1.51 

8.  Professional  Services . 

98.95 

5.77 

5.71 

5.84 

5.78 

5.91 

5.x 

9.  Personal  Care  . . J.. . 

103.57 

3.57 

3.70 

3.47 

3.59 

3.x 

3.x 

10.  Recreation . . . 

1X.61 

12.77 

13.87 

14.22 

15.44 

15.61 

16.x 

Tntel  Weights  . 

TX.0 

1X.0 

1X.X 

Total  Indies: 

Lower . 

114.27 

Middle . . . 

113.07 

- 

Upper  . . . 

iHmmmI 

■iiiiiiiiM 

111.x 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Cost  Analysis 

[Hawaii  Cotmty  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  20-May-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Total  indexes 

Location  | 

Weights 

Lower  ut- 
come 

Middle  in' 
come 

Upperin- 

come 

1 

X.X 

110.42 

1X.X 

Kaikia  Kona,  HI . . . . 

20.x 

1X.X 

114.27 

113.07 

■b 

Composite  Indexes . 

111.19 

1X.X 

1  ix.e2 

CONSUMPTION  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 


[Location:  Kauai  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  2B-May-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Categories 

Category 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  Income 

indexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Home  . 

151.x 

X.52 

X.54 

22.x 

XX 

19X 

29.22 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

118.33 

15.95 

18.87 

16.x 

19.04 

16.23 

19.20 

3.  Tobacco  . 

3.13 

3.62 

2.54 

2.94 

1.x 

2.27 

4.  Alcohol  . 

2.92 

3.29 

2.79  ! 

3.14 

2.67 

3.01 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . 

14.x 

15.74 

15.95 

17.x 

17.49 

19.19 

45602 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis— Continued 

[Location:  Kauai  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  28-May-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

6.  Clothing . 

89.51 

14.24 

12.75 

14.93 

13.36 

15.59 

13.95 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

60.29 

1.78 

1.07 

i.79 

1.08 

1.81 

1.09 

8.  Professional  Services . 

88.80 

5.77 

5.12 

5.84 

5.19 

5.91 

5.25 

9.  Personal  Care . 

109.93 

3.57 

3.92 

3.47 

3.81 

3.38 

3.72 

10.  Recreation . 

115.39 

12.77 

14.74 

14.22 

16.41 

15.61 

18.01 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes:. 

Lower . 

117.66 

MiddlA  . 

116.27 

Upper . 

114.91 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Maui  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  May  28*May-93;  Summer  1992  survey] 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Home  . 

159.85 

25.52 

40.79 

22.38 

35.77 

19.35 

30.93 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

114.41 

15.95 

18.25 

16.09 

18.41 

16.23 

18.57 

3.  Tobacco . 

114.24 

3.13 

3.58 

2.54 

2.90 

1.96 

2.24 

4.  Alcohol . 

112.86 

2.92 

3.30 

2.79 

3.15 

2.67 

3.01 

5.  Furnishings  and  Hsid  Op . 

107.93 

14.35 

15.49 

15.95 

17.21 

17.49 

18.88 

6.  Clothing . 

92.09 

14.24 

13.11 

14.93 

13.75 

15.59 

14.36 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

92.87 

1.78 

1.65 

1.79 

1.66 

1.81 

1.68 

8.  Professional  Services . 

101.00 

5.77 

5.83 

5.84 

5.90 

5.91 

5.97 

9.  Personal  Caro . 

112.98 

3.57 

4.03 

3.47 

3.92 

3.38 

3.82 

10.  Recreation . . . 

115.66 

12.77 

14.77 

14.22 

16.45 

15.61 

18.05 

Total  weights . 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

120.80 

Middle . 

117.51 

Upper . 

■jjjjjjjH 

■■IM 

117.51 

.  Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Guam;  Date  Prepared:  28-May-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Homo  . 

142.57 

25.52 

36.38 

22.38 

31.91 

19.35 

27.59 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

104.66 

15.95 

16.69 

16.09 

16.84 

16.23 

16.99 

3.  Tobacco . 

68.31 

3.13 

2.14 

2.54 

1.74 

1.96 

1.34 

4.  Alcohol  . 

85.60 

2.92 

2.50 

2.79 

2.39 

2.67 

2.29 

5.  Furnishings  &  HsId  Op  . 

127.38 

14.35 

18.28 

15.95 

20.32 

17.49 

22.28 

6.  Clothing . 

91.14 

14.24 

12.98 

14.93 

13.61 

15.59 

14.21 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

112.86 

1.78 

2.01 

1.79 

2.02 

1.81 

2.04 

8.  Professional  Services . 

93.61 

5.77 

5.40 

5.84 

5.47 

5.91 

5.53 

9.  Personal  Care . 

111.81 

3.57 

3.99 

3.47 

3.88 

3.38 

3.78 

10.  Recreation . r. . 

129.53 

12.77 

16.54 

14.22 

18.42 

15.61 

20.22 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

116.91 

Middle . 

116.60 

Upper . 

116  27 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Mayaguez,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  28-May~93;  Summer  1992  Sun/ey] 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

MMrfe  Income 

Upper  iiv:ome 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  at  Home . . .  . 

104.96 

25.52 

26.79 

22.38 

23.49 

1856 

20.31 

2.  Food  Away  From  Homo  . . 

9550 

15.95 

15.18 

16.09 

15.32 

1653 

16.45 

3.  Tobacco  . . . . . 

95.76 

3.13 

3.00 

2.54 

2.43 

1.96 

158 

4.  Alcohol . . . . . . 

101.78 

2.92 

2.97 

2.79 

2.84 

2.67 

ZT2 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . - . 

86.79 

14.35 

12.74 

15.95 

14.16 

17.49 

15.53 

6.  Clothing . . . . . 

84.08 

14.24 

1157 

^4.93 

12.55 

15.59 

13.11 

7.  Donte^  Services  . . . . 

7256 

1.78 

1.29 

1.79 

159 

1.81 

151 

8.  Professional  Services  . . . 

46.43 

5.77 

2.68 

5.84 

2.71 

551 

2.74 

9.  Personal  Caro . . . 

80.96 

3.57 

259 

a47 

2.81 

a38 

2.74 

10.  Recreation . . . . . 

90.72 

12.77 

1158 

1452 

12.90 

15.61 

14.16 

Total  Weights . . 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . . 

91.09 

Middle  . 

■liiiiiiiM 

90.50 

Upper . 

hmmmmI 

puniiiim 

89.95 

CoNSLHyiPTioN  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

(Location:  San  Juan,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  28-May-93:  Summer  1992  Surray] 


Categories 

Category 

iiKlexes 

Lower  income 

_ 

Mkldle  Income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Homo  . . 

107.85 

25.52 

27.52 

2258 

24.14 

1955 

20.87 

2.  Food  Awciy  From  Home  .... _ .... 

101.73 

15.95 

16.23 

16.09 

16.37 

1653 

1651 

3.  Tobacco . 

94.88 

3.13 

2.97 

254 

2.41 

156 

156 

4.  Alcohol  . . . . 

113.14 

2.92 

a30 

2.79 

3.16 

2.67 

352 

5.  Furnishings  &  HsId  Op  . . . . 

96.19 

14.35 

13.80 

1555 

15.34 

17.48 

1652 

6.  Clothing . 

92.16 

14.24 

13.12 

1453 

13.76 

15.59 

1457 

7.  OomestiG  Services . . . 

43.74 

1.78 

0.78 

1.79 

0.78 

1.81 

0.79 

8.  Professional  Services . . . 

67.74 

5.77 

3.91 

5.84 

3.96 

5.91 

4.00 

9.  Personal  Care . 

86.62 

3.57 

3.09 

3.47 

3.01 

3.38 

2.93 

10.  Recreation . 

102.76 

12.77 

13.12 

1452 

14.61 

15.61 

16.04 

Total  Weights . . 

100.00 

100.00 

loaoo 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower .  . . . 

97.84 

Middle . 

97.54 

Upper . 

Hiilliiiliill 

97.21 

CONSUMPTION  Goods  and  Services  Cost  Analysis 

[Puerto  Rico  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  28-May*93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Total  indexes 

Location 

Weights 

Lower 

Income 

Middle 

income 

*  Upper 
income 

Ran  Jiien,  PR  . . . , . . . 

70.00 

97.84 

97.54 

9751 

Mavaouez.  PR  . . . 

30.00 

91.09 

9050 

89.95 

*  Total  Weight  .... _ .*. . .  . . . . 

Comoosite  Indexes .  . 

loaoo 

95.82 

96.43 

9653 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

(Location:  St  Croix,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  28-May-93:  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  inconte 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Home . . . 

127.88 

25.52 

32.63 

2258 

28.62 

19.36 

24.74 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

106.71 

15.95 

17.02 

16.09 

17.17 

1653 

17.32 

3.  Tobacco . 

70.34 

3.13 

250 

2.54 

1.79 

1.96 

1.38 

4.  Alcohol  . . . 

98.43 

•  2.92 

2.87 

2.79 

2.75 

2.67 

2.63 

5.  Furnishings  and  Hsid  Op . 

103.75 

14.35 

14.89 

15.95 

16.55 

17.49 

18.15 

45604 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis— Continued 

[Location;  St  Croix,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  28-May-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

6.  Clothing . 

80.18 

14.24 

11.42 

1  14.93 

11.97 

15.59 

12.50 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

73.14 

'  1.78 

1.30 

1.79 

1.31 

1.81 

1.32 

8.  Professional  Services . 

94.11 

5.77 

5.43 

5.84 

5.50 

5.91 

5.56 

9.  Persorud  Care . 

104.15 

3.57 

3.72 

3.47 

3.61 

3.38 

3.52 

10.  Recreation . 

110.67 

12.77 

14.13 

14.22 

15.74 

15.61 

17.28 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

105.61 

Middle . 

105.01 

Uooer . 

104.40 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  St  Thomas,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  28-May-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Categories 

Category 

irtdexes 

Lower  Income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Homo  . 

130.00 

33.18 

22.38 

29.09 

19.35 

25.16 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

111.45 

17.78 

16.09 

17.93 

16.23 

18.09 

3.  Tobacco . 

68.03 

2.13 

2.54 

1.73 

1.96 

1.33 

4.  Alcohol . 

102.80 

2.92 

3.00 

2.79 

2.87 

2.67 

2.74 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hskj  Op  . 

109.15 

14.35 

15.66 

15.95 

17.41 

17.49 

19.09 

6.  Clothing . 

83.83 

14.24 

11.94 

14.93 

12.52 

15.59 

13.07 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

81.45 

1.78 

1.45 

1.79 

1.46 

1.81 

1.47 

8.  Professional  Services . 

91.07 

5.77 

5.25 

5.84 

5.32 

5.91 

5.38 

9.  Personal  Care . 

111.29 

3.57 

3.97 

3.47 

3.86 

3.38 

3.76 

10.  Recreation . . . 

125.67 

12.77 

16.05 

14.22 

17.87 

15.61 

19.62 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . . . 

110.41 

Middle . 

[lllllllllllllllllll 

110.06 

Upper . 

109.71 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Anchorage  Blend,*  AK;  *Local  Retail  and  Commissary/Exchange;  Date  Prepared:  26-May-93;  Winter  1993  Sunrey] 


Categories 


1.  Food  At  Home  . . 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home 

3.  Tobacco . 

4.  Alcohol . 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op 

6.  ClotNng . 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

8.  Professional  Services  .. 

9.  Personal  Care . 

10.  Recreation ...'. . 

Total  Weights . 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 


Category 

indexes 


96.77 

106.44 

76.10 

103.53 

100.15 

94.36 

101.78 

96.09 

98.82 

107.36 


Lower  income 


Weights 


25.52 

15.95 

3.13 

2.92 

14.35 

14.24 

1.78 

5.77 

3.57 

12.77 


100.00 


Subtotal 


24.70 
16.98 

2.38 

3.02 

14.37 

13.44 

1.81 

5.54 

3.53 

13.71 


99.48 


Middle  income 


Weights 


22.38 

16.09 

2.54 

2.79 
15.95 
14.93 

1.79 
5.84 
3.47 

14.22 


100.00 


Subtotal 


21.66 

17.13 

1.93 

2.89 

15.97 

14.09 

1.82 

5.61 

3.43 

15.27 


99.80 


Upper  income 


Weights 


19.35 

16.23 

1.96 

2.67 

17.49 

15.59 

1.81 

5.91 

3.38 

15.61 


100.00 


Subtotal 


18.72 

17.28 

1.49 

2.76 

17.52 

14.71 

1.84 

5.68 

3.34 

16.76 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Fairbanks  Blend,*  AK;  *Local  RetEuI  and  Commissary/Excbange;  Date  Prepared:  26-May-93:  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  Income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Homo  . 

106.06 

25.52 

27.07 

22.38 

23.74 

19.35 

20.52 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

103.33 

15.95 

16.48 

16.09 

16.63 

16.23 

16.77 

3.  Tobacco . 

69.76 

3.13 

2.18 

2.54 

1.77 

1.96 

1.37 

4.  Alcohol . . . 

104.28 

2.92 

3.04 

2.79 

2.91 

2.67 

2.78 

5.  Furnishing  &  Hsid  Op  . 

102.18 

14.35 

14.66 

15.95 

16.30 

17.49 

17.87 

6.  Clothing . 

87.41 

14.24 

12.45 

14.93 

13.05 

15.59 

13.63 

7.  Domestic  Sendees . 

74.74 

1.78 

1.33 

1.79 

1.34 

1.81 

1.35 

8.  Professional  Services . 

83.54 

5.77 

4.82 

5.84 

4.88 

5.91 

4.94 

9.  Personal  Caro . 

98.79 

3.57 

3.53 

3.47 

3.43 

3.38 

3.34 

10.  Recreation . 

113.12 

12.77 

14.45 

14.22 

16.09 

15.61 

17.66 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

100.01 

Middle . 

100.14 

Upper . 

100.23 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Honolulu  Blend*,  HI;  *Local  Retail  and  Commissary/Exchange;  Date  Prepared:  28-May-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Categories 

Category  in- 

.  Lowerincome 

Middle  income 

Upper  Income 

dexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Home  . 

111.65 

25.52 

28.49 

22.38 

24.99 

19.35 

21.60 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

110.40 

15.95 

17.61 

16.09 

17.76 

16.23 

17.92 

3.  Tobacco . 

68.94 

3.13 

2.16 

2.54 

1.75 

1.96 

1.35 

4.  Alcohol . 

110.69 

2.92 

3.23 

2.79 

3.09 

2.67 

2.96 

5.  Furnishings  &  HskJ  Op  . 

98.95 

14.35 

14.20 

15.95 

15.78 

17.49 

17.31 

6.  Clothing . 

81.16 

14.24 

11.56 

14.93 

12.12 

15.59 

12.65 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

66.22 

1.78 

1.18 

1.79 

1.19 

1.81 

1.20 

8.  Professional  Services . 

107.57 

5.77 

6.21 

5.84 

6.28 

5.91 

6.36 

9.  Personal  Caro . 

97.92 

3.57 

3.50 

3.47 

3.40 

3.38 

3.31 

10.  Recreation . 

109.86 

12.77 

14.03 

14.22 

15.62 

15.61 

17.15 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes 

Lower . 

102.17 

MirMla 

101.98 

Upper . 

iMiiiiiii 

101.81 

CONSUMPTION  GOODS  AND  SERVICES  ANALYSIS 

[Location:  Guam  Blend*;  *Local  Retail  and  Commissary/Exchange;  Date  Prepared:  28-May-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lowerincome 

Middle  income 

Upper  income  ‘ 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Homo  . 

113.40 

25.52 

28.94 

22.38 

25.38 

19.35 

21.94 

9  Forvt  Away  Fmm  Home  . 

104.66 

15.95 

16.99 

16.09 

16.84 

16.23 

16.99 

3.  Tobacco . 

43.63 

3.13 

1.37 

2.54 

1.11 

1.96 

0.86 

4  Almhni  . . 

85.60 

2.92 

2.50 

2.79 

2.39 

2.67 

2.29 

.•i  Fiin^shings  A  HsW  Op  . 

113.24 

14.35 

16.25 

15.95 

18.06 

17.49 

19.81 

8  Olnthing  . . 

85.09 

14.24 

12.12 

14.93 

12.70 

15.59 

13.27 

7,  DomA-Stic  ServicAS  ^ . 

112.86 

1.78 

2.01 

'  1.79 

1.81 

2.04 

R  Pmfeaairmal  SArvir.AS  . 

93.61 

5.77 

5.40 

5.84 

5.47 

5.91 

5.53 

9  Perannal  C'.ata  . 

106.92 

3.57 

3.82 

3.47 

3.71 

3.38 

3.61 

10.  Recreation . 

125.61 

12.77 

16.03 

14.22 

17.85 

15.61 

19.59 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes 

Lower . 

105.13 

Middle . 

105.53 

Upper . 

iMMMiiil 

105.93 

105.93 


43606 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location  San  Juan  Blend,  (Local  Retail  and  ConnrnissaryiEachange).  PR;  Dale  Prepared;  28-May-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Categories 

'  Category 

Lower  income 

Middle  ittcome 

Upper  income 

iitdexes 

1  Weights 

Subtotal 

1  Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Food  At  Home . . .  . 

93.64 

25.52 

23.90 

22.38 

20.96 

19.36 

,  18.12 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  - 

101.73 

15.95 

16.23 

16.09 

16.37 

16.23 

16.51 

3.  Tobacco  ...»  . . . 

59.53 

3.13 

1.86 

2.54 

1.51 

1.96 

1.17 

4.  Alcohol . - . . . . 

113.14 

2.92 

3.30 

2.79 

3.16 

2.67 

3.02 

&  Furnishings  &  HsM  Op  _ .... 

88.27 

14.35 

12.67 

15.95 

14.08 

*  17.49 

15.44 

6.  Clolhing _ _ _ 

87.83 

14.24 

12.51 

14.93 

13.11 

15.59 

13.69 

7.  Domestic  Services . . . 

43.74 

1.78 

0.78 

1.79 

0.78 

1.81 

0.79 

8.  Professionai  Services . . . 

67.74 

5.77 

3.91 

5.64 

3.96 

5.91 

4.00 

9.  Personal  Care  . . . . 

83.61 

3.57 

2.98 

3.47 

2.90 

3.38 

2.83 

10.  Recreation  . . . . 

98.60 

12.77 

12.59 

14.22 

14.02 

15.61 

15.39 

Total  Weights . . . 

100.00 

100.00 

■■■■■■11 

100.00 

Total  Indexes; 

mmmm 

Lower . - . 

90.73 

Middle . . . 

90.85 

Uooer .  . 

90.96 

Appendix  5 — Nonforeign  Ana  Cost<of-Living 
Allowances  Price  Survey  Data  Collection 
Procedures 

Survey  Descriptkui 

The  following  information  will  be 
provided  to  the  participants  verbally  or  in 
writing.  Participants  who  are  fiamili^  with 
the  program  and  the  survey  may  be  provided 
widt  less  information  as  appropriate. 

Purpose 

The  Federal  Government  pays  Qost-Of- 
Living- Allowances  (COLA)  in  Alaska, 

Hawaii,  and  certain  U.S.  territories  and 
possessions.  Living  cost  differences  are 
determined  byofunparing  costs  of  goods, 
services,  housing,  transportatioa.  uid  other 
items  in  the  aUowance  area  with  the  cost  of 
the  same  or  similar  items  and  services  in  the 
Washington  DC  area.  The  U.S.  Office  of 
Personnel  Management  (0PM)  is  responsible 
for  the  operation  of  the  COLA  program. 

Data  Collection 

OPM,  or  its  representatives,  conducts 
annual  Price  Surveys  to  determine  living  cost 
differences.  Local  governments,  retail  outlets, 
realty  firms,  and  businesses  providing 
professional  and  other  services  to  be 
surveyed  are  identified  throuhg  the  use  of 
full-s^e  Background  Surveys,  conducted 
approximately  once  every  five  years. 
Participation  In  tha  Price  Surveys  is 
vohmt^.  Data  are  collected  by  telephone 
and/or  personal  interview. 

Wherever  practical  and  appropriate,  the 
price  of  each  gpod  or  service  is  obtained  from 
at  least  three  outlets  in  each  allowance  area 
and  at  least  six  outlets  in  the  reference  area 
(i.e.,  the  Washington,  DC,  area).  Realty  data 
may  be  obtained  frcxn  one  or  nniltiple 
sources,  as  appn^niate. 

rinnpHf^ntinlity 

All  data  colledad  are  used  only  for  the 
purposes  described  above.  The  Government 
pieces  to  hold  all  micro  or  “raw”  data 
collected  in  confidence.  Names  of 
participating  businesses  and  institutions  may 
be  released.  Names  of  individuals  are  not 


released.  Summary  data  will  be  made 
available  to  the  public  only  to  the  extent  that 
micro  data  cannot  be  associated  with  data 
sources. 

Public  Burden  Information 
Public  burden  repotting  for  this  collection 
of  information  is  estimate  to  vary  from  1  to 
20  minutes  per  response.  Send  comments 
regarding  the  burden  estimate  or  any  other 
aspect  of  this  collection  of  information, 
including  suggestion  for  reducing  this  burden 
to  Reports  and  Forms  Management  Officer, 
U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management,  1900 
B  Street,  NW.,  Room  6410,  Washington,  DC 
20415;  and  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Paperwork  ReductUm  Project  (3206- 
0199),  Washington,  DC  20503. 

Interview  Guidelines 
Three  types  of  information  are  collected  in 
price  surveys:  Price  of  goods  and  services, 
rental  prices  and  related  information,  and 
home  owner  prices  and  related  information. 
The  following  are  the  typical  interview 
questions  used  to  collect  these  data. 

Price  Information  Collection 

1.  What  is  the  i^ular  (ncm-sale)  price  of 

_ (a  specific  iton  or  service)? 

Examples  of  items  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to: 

Chuck  Roast,  Bone  In. 

Price  per  pound.  Average  size  package 
(e.g.,  not  a  “family”  or  “bonus”  pack). 

1st  Choice:  Arm  pot  roast. 

2nd  Choice;  Eye  roast. 

Peas,  Frozen. 

Price  for  10  ounce  package. 

1st  Choice:  Bird’s  Eye. 

2nd  Choice:  Major  brand  of  equivalent 
quality. 

Men’s  Jeans. 

Price  for  one  pair  of  blue  jeans. 

1st  Choice:  L^’s  #501  jeans. 

2nd  Choice:  Equivalent  quality  jeans. 
Automobile,  New. 

"Stickeri’  price  of  current  year  model 
Honda  Civic  DX,  four  door  sedan,  1.5 
liter,  four  cylinder  engine.  (Price  options, 
fees,  financing,  and  taxes  seperatriy.) 


Example  of  services  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to; 

Restaurant  Service 

Price  of  seafood  platter — mixed  seafood 
(e.g.,  not  ’’steak  and  lobster”  or  “crab 
leg”  platter).  If  salad  and  side  dish  not 
induded  with  entree,  price  house  salad 
and  baked  potato  or  o^er  of  french  fries. 
Include  price  of  coffee,  tax.  and  15 
percent  tip. 

Film  Developing. 

Price  to  process  and  print  35  millimeter,  24 
exposure,  100  ASA  color  roll  film.  Single 
prints  only,  standard  size  and  finish. 
Doctor,  Office  \hsit. 

Typical  fee,  after  the  initial  visit,  for  an 
office  visit  when  medical  advice  or 
simple  treatment  is  all  that  is  needed.  Do 
not  include  the  charge  for  a  complete 
physical  examination,  injections, 
medication,  laboratory  tests,  or  similar 
services. 

Oil  Change. 

Price  od  a  regular  oil  change  induding  oil 
and  filter  for  a  current  year  model  Honda 
Civic  DX  sedan,  1.5  liter,  4  cylinder 
engine. 

2.  Prices  of  many  of  the  items  can  be 
obtained  “off-the-shelf’  without  assistance. 
Occasionally,  when  a  specific  item  is  not 
available,  assistance  from  sales  or  other 
personnel  may  be  required  to  identify  and 
price  substitution  items  of  comparable 
quality  and  qiiantity. 

3.  Prices  of  most  services  are  obtained  by 
telephone  or  personal  interview.  A  few 
services  are  priced  with  little  or  no 
assistance.  For  example,  prices  may  be 
obtainable  from  a  displayed  price  schedule, 
list,  or  menu. 

Housing  Component — Rerttal  Information 
Collection 

1.  Describe  the  location,  size,  layout, 
number  and  types  of  rooms,  and  square 
footage  of  your  rental  units. 

2.  Are  they  apartments,  duplexes,  tovm 
houses,  detached  houses,  or  other  types  of 
units?  Describe. 
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3.  Are  there  additional  amenities  (e.g., 
pool,  sauna,  tennis  courts,  gym)?  If  so, 
describe. 

4.  What  is  the  monthly  rent?  What  is  the 
amount  of  the  security  deposit  (if  any)?  What 
other  kinds  of  fees  or  assessments  are  there? 

•  5.  Are  utilities  included?  Which  ones?  If 
you  can,  please  provide  information  on 
average  monthly  or  annual  costs  of  utilities 
paid  by  tenants. 

6.  Are  term  leases  usually  required?  What 
are  the  conditions  and  penalties  associated 
with  the  lease? 

7.  Are  there  any  special  restrictions  or 
other  fectors  we  should  know  about  (e.g., 
seasonal  tourist  trade)? 


Housing  Component — Information  Collection 
for  Comparable  Sales 

1.  Describe  the  location,  size,  layout, 
number  and  types  of  rooms,  and  square 
footage  of  some  of  your  recent  home  sales. 

2.  Were  they  condominiums,  duplexes, 
towm  houses,  detached  houses,  or  other  types 
of  dwellings?  Describe. 

3.  Were  there  any  atypical  characteristics 
(e.g.,  extra  large  lot  sizes,  beach  front, 
desirable/undesirable  locations)? 

4.  Are  there  additional  amenities  provided 
by  the  developer,  homeowners  association,  or 
similar  community  group  (e.g.,  pool,  saima, 
tennis  courts,  gym)?  If  so,  describe  facilities 
and  charges. 

5.  What  was  the  selling  price  and  date  of 
sale? 


6.  What  are  the  real  estate  taxes? 

7.  Do  you  have  any  data  on  utilities 
relating  to  these  homes? 

8.  In  the  past  year  or  so.  what  has  been  the 
average  appreciation  rate  of  property  in  this 
cominunity?  Looking  back  over  the  past  six 
years,  has  this  rate  changed?  How? 

9.  Describe  current  market  conditions  (e.g.,' 
soft,  booming,  so-so).  How  has  this  affected 
housing  prices?  Describe  the  housing  market 
over  the  past  six  years. 

10.  Are  there  any  special  considerations  or 
other  factors  we  should  know  about  (e.g., 
retirement/tourist  trade)  that  might  affect  the 
housing  market  in  this  community? 
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Sunrejr  Dncrqitiaii 

The  folkming  infornahon  will  be 
provided  to  the  paiticipants  verbally  or  in 
waiting.  Participante  wdio  are  fiuniiiv  with 
the  program  and  the  survey  may  be  provided 
with  less  information  as  appropriate. 

Purpose 

The  Federal  Govenuneirt  pays  Coet-Of- 
Living-Allowances  (COLA)  in  Alaska, 

Hawaii,  and  certain  U.S.  territories  and 
possessions.  Living  cost  differences  are 
determined  by  comparing  costs  of  goods, 
services,  housing,  transportation,  and  other 
items  in  the  allowance  area  wdth  the  cost  of 
the  same  or  similar  items  and  services  in  the 
Washington,  DC  am.  The  U.S.  Office  of 
Persoimel  Management  (OPM)  is  responsible 
for  the  operation  of  the  TOLA  program.  OPM, 
or  its  representative,  conducts  aimual 
surveys  to  determine  living  cost  differences. 
OPM  conducts  full-scale  Background  Surveys 
approximately  once  every  five  years  to 
review  the  appropriateness  of  items,  services, 
and  businesses  covered  in  the  annual  Price 
surveys.  Elements  of  the  Background  Survey 
may  ^  repeated  annually  on  a  limited  basis 
as  part  of  the  maintenance  of  and  preparation 
for  the  annual  Price  Surveys. 

OPM  uses  the  Backgroimd  Survey  to 
identify  the  services,  items,  quantities, 
outlets,  and  locations  that  will  be  surveyed 
to  collect  living  cost  data  within  the 
allowance  areas  and  the  Washington,  DC, 
area.  The  Background  Survey  also  is  used  to 
collect  information  on  local  trade  practices, 
consumer  bu}ring  patterns,  taxes  and  fees, 
and  other  economic  characteristics  related  to 
living  costs. 

Data  Collection 

Full-scale  Background  Siuveys  are 
conducted  approximately  once  very  five 
years.  OPM  identifies  major  manufecturers, 
local  governments,  retail  outlets,  realty  firms, 
and  businesses  providing  professional 
services  to  be  surveyed  on  the  basis  of 
business  volume  and  local  prominence. 
Participation  is  volimtary.  Data  are  collected 
by  telephone  and/or  personeil  interview. 

Confidentiality 

All  data  collected  are  used  only  for  the 
purposes  described  above.  The  Government 
pledges  to  hold  all  micro  or  “raw"  data 
collected  in  confidence.  Names  of 
participating  businesses  and  institutions  may 
be  released.  Names  of  individuals  are  not 
released.  Summary  data  will  be  made 
available  to  the  public  only  to  the  extent  that 
micro  data  cannot  be  associated  writh  data 
sources. 

Public  Burden  Information 

Public  burden  reporting  for  this  collection 
of  information  is  estimated  to  vary  from  5 
minutes  to  30  minutes  per  response.  Send 
comments  regarding  the  burden  estimate  or 
any  other  aspect  of  this  collection  of 
information,  including  suggestion  for 
reducing  this  burden  to  Reports  and  Forms 
Management  Officer,  U.S.  Office  of  Personnel 
Management,  1900  E  Street,  NW,  Room  CHP 
500,  Washington,  DC  20415;  and  to  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget,  Paperwork 


Reduction  Project  (3206-0199),  Washingtcm, 
DC  20503. 

Interview  GnkMinfie 

Seven  fypes  of  infiormation  are  collected  in 
background  surveys.  Information  is  collected 
on  products  and  services,  outlet  availability 
and  usage,  transportation,  local  taxes  and 
fees,  mortgage,  real  estate,  and  other  topics 
related  to  the  measurement  of  living  costs 
(e.g.,  specialized  information  from  local 
chambers  of  commerce,  colleges,  and 
universities).  The  following  are  the  typical 
interview  questions  used  to  collect  these 
data. 

Product  or  Service  Information 

1.  As  a  major  manufecturer/supplier  of 

_ (a  specific  product  or  service,  e.g., 

women’s  apparel),  please  identify  your 
items/services  that  are  most  popular  (e.g., 
your  ‘volume  sellers’). 

2.  Which  of  these  items  are  apt  to  be 
readily  available  in  the  following  geographic 
locations:  Alaska  (l.e..  Anchorage,  Fairbanks, 
and  Jimeau);  Hawaii:  Guam;  Puerto  Rico;  the 
Virgin  Islands;  and  Washington,  DC,  and 
suburbs? 

3.  If  the  items  or  services  are  not 
universally  available,  are  there  other  items  or 
services  that  are  of  similar  function,  quality, 
quantity,  size,  and  type  that  can  be 
substituted? 

4.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should  know 
about  your  product  or  service?  Are  there 
recommendations  you  wrish  to  make  that 
would  help  us  in  our  data  collection? 

Outlet  Availability  and  Usage  (Retail) 

1.  What  is  yoiir  product  or  service?  What 
is  the  addressjes)  of  your  establishment(s)?  If 
you  have  multiple  locations,  which  locations 
have  the  greatest  sales  volumes  (i.e.,  are  most 
utilized  by  consumers)? 

2.  What  are  your  store/office  hours?  Do 
these  vary  by  location? 

3.  Is  your  full  line  of  products  or  services 
available  at  all  locations? 

4.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should  know 
about  your  outlet(s)  or  recommendations  you 
wish  to  make? 

Transportation  Information — Private  and 
Public  Services 

1.  What  type  of  transportation  services  do 
you  provide  (e.g.,  taxi,  bus,  subway)? 

2.  What  geographic  areas  do  you  service? 
Which  routes  are  ‘typical’  or  most  heavily 
utilized? 

3.  What  is  your  rate  structure?  Does  it  vary 
by  time  of  day  or  season? 

4.  Is  there  an)rthing  else  we  should  know 
about  transportation  usage  and  services  in 
your  area?  Are  there  recommendations  you 
wish  to  make  about  our  data  collection? 

Transportation  Information — Private  Use  and 
Maintenance 

1.  What  types  of  driving  are  most  common 
in  your  area?  What  is  the  aimual  distance 
driven? 

2.  What  types  roads  and  highways  are 
common  in  your  area?  What  are  the  road 
surfeces  and  conditions? 

3.  Are  there  imusual  climatic  or  other 
fectors  that  affect  the  fuel  economy, 
maintenance,  and  depreciation  of  vehicles? 


4.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should  know 
about  private  transportation  usage  and 
maintenance  in  your  area?  Are  there 
suggestions  or  recommendations  you  wish  to 
make? 

Local  Taxes  and  Fees 

1.  What  types  of  taxes,  licenses,  or  fees 
does  your  State,  territory,  or  local  jurisdiction 
levy  on  real  estate;  personal  property;  sales 
(including  sales  of  property);  automobiles; 
utilities;  or  other  goods,  services,  or 
transactions? 

2.  Who  levies  these  taxes,  licenses  or  fees 
(i.e..  State,  territory,  county,  city,  other 
jurisdiction)? 

3.  What  are  the  rates  or  schedules  for 
these?  How  often  and  when  are  they  levied? 

Do  the  rates/schedules  vary  by  location, 
season,  or  other  fectors? 

4.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should  know 
about  taxes  and  fees  in  your  area?  Are  there 
suggestions  or  recommendations  you  wish  to 
make? 

Mortgage  Information 

1.  What  forms  of  home  financing  are  most 

common  in _ (the  allowance  area  or 

Washington  DC  metropolitan  area)?  (Do  not 
include  second  mortgages.) 

2.  What  are  the  typical  conditions  and 
limitations  on  loans? 

3.  What  is  the  typical  amount(s)  of  down 
payment  required?  What  are  the  terms  and 
rates? 

4.  Are  there  special  subsidies  or  other 
practices  that  influence  home  financing  in 
your  area? 

5.  Looking  back  6  years,  what  types  of 
changes  have  occurred  that  affect  home 
financing? 

6.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should  know 
about  home  financing  in  your  area?  Are  there 
suggestions  or  recommendations  you  wish  to 
make  that  would  help  us  in  our  data 
collection? 

Real  Estate  Information 

1.  What  is  the  availability  of  housing  in 

_ (the  allowance  area  or  Washington  DC 

metropolitan  area)?  Of  principal  interest  is 
housing  for  typical  salary  and  wage  earners 
(as  distinguished  finm  retirees,  tourists,  or 
other  special  groups)  for  persons  with  low, 
moderate,  and  high  incomes. 

2.  Describe  the  communities  within  your 

area  in  which  persons _ (specify 

cccupation/income  characteristics]  typically 
live.  If  appropriate,  identify  separate 
communities  for  renters  and  home  owners. 
Where  are  these  communities  located  relative 
to  the  major  Federal  activities  in  the  area? 

3.  Describe  the  fype  of  housing  (e.g., 
apartment,  condominium,  town  house, 
detached  house). 

4.  For  each  type  of  housing,  what  are  the 
usual  number  of  rooms,  bedims,  baths, 
total  square  footage,  lot  size,  type  of 
construction,  and  similar  characteristics? 

5.  What  types  of  utilities  are  available  and 
typically  used  in  these  commimities:  sewer, 
water,  natural  gas,  electricity,  other? 

6.  Are  there  any  unusual  fectors  that  might 
affect  maintenance  requirements  in  your 
area? 

7.  Looking  back  six  years,  describe  the 
changes  that  significantly  affected  the 
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housing  market  (both  rental  and  owner 
markets). 

8.  b  there  anything  else  we  should  know 
about  the  housing  market  in  your  area?  Are 
there  suggestions  or  recommendations  you 
wish  to  make  concerning  our  data  collection? 


Other  Types  of  Information 

Occasionally,  it  b  necessary  to  collect 
information  frtm  colleges,  universities, 
chambers  of  commerce,  trade  associations, 
and  other  groups  on  specific  subjecb  relating 
to  the  analysb  of  living  cosb.  For  example, 
a  university  known  to  be  involved  in  home 
energy  research  may  be  contacted  to 
determine  whether  there  are  consumption 


data  by  region  or  allowance  area  that  could 
have  application  in  the  CXDLA  program. 

When  such  data  are  collected,  the  purpose 
and  basic  structure  of  the  interview  will 
follow  the  patterns  shown  above.  The 
substance,  however,  will  vary  with  the 
subject  matter. 

BILUNO  CODE  632S-01-M 
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Non  foreign  Area  Cost-of-Lhrmg 
Background  Survey  Information  Collection 


Contact  Date: 


Allowance  Area: 


Contact 

Name: 

Purpose  of  Contact 


Product/Service  Info. 


Outlet  Availability/Usage 


Transportation  Info. 


Local  Taxes  and  Fees 


Mortgage  Information 


Real  Estate  Information 


Other,  (specify) 


1  .ty 


'  ir 

\& 
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Appendix  6.— 1992/1093  0PM  Living  Community  Selection 


Low 

Middle 

High 

Anchorage.  Alaska: 

HomeowTxy  . . .  . 

North  Anchorage - 

Morlh  enehnmge  . .  .  ..  . 

Norffi  Anchorage . 

South  ArKhorage. 

South  Anchorage. 

Foothills. 

Reitter .  .... 

North  Artchorage  ... 

Fairbanks,  Alaska: 

Homeowner . .  . . 

South  Failbanks . . . 

Fairbanks  . . 

Rertter . . . 

Fairbanks . . . . . 

FtJfbanks  . 

Fairbanks. 

Juneau,  Aiaska: 

Homeowner . . . . 

MenrtenheN  Ueiley  . 

Menrtenhett  Velley  . 

MendenhaH  VaBey. 

Juneau. 

Renter  . . . . 

Juneau  . 

Ji  ineau  . . 

Nome,  Alaska: 

Homeowner . 

-  — 

Nome  . . . 

Nome. 

Renter .  . . . . . . 

Nome  . - . , . . 

Nnme  . 

Nome. 

CKf  and  County  of  Honotutu,  Hawaii: 
Homeowner  . . . . 

Wnienee  . . . 

Kaneohe  . 

Mililani  Town. 

WaNama _  ...  _ _ _ 

Pearl  City . . 

Kailua. 

Renter . . . 

Waianao  . 

Wahiawa . . . 

Mifilarx  Town. 

Mekiki  . . 

Kaneohe  . 

Aiea. 

Hawaii  County,  Hawaii 

Hio,  Hawaii: 

Homeowner-.  . . . . . . 

Hilo  . . . . 

Hiln  . . 

Hilo. 

Renter . . . . . 

HHo  . . - . . - 

HHo  . . . 

Hilo. 

Kailua  Kona,  Hawal: 

Homeow.'^er . . . 

KaHua  Kona  - . .  . 

Kailua  Kona . . . 

Kailua  Kona. 

Renter  _ _ _ 

KaihOT  Kona . .  .  . . 

Kwkm  Kona  . 

Kailua  Kona. 

Kauai,  Hawaii: 

Homeowr>er  . . . . 

Lihtie . 

1  ihue  . 

PrincevHte. 

KapAA  . . . . 

Kapna  . . . 

Kalaheo. 

Renter  . . . . . . 

Litiue  _ 

I  ihiM  . 

1  Prifx^eville. 

Hanamauhi _ 

;  Kapaa  ...  -  -  ... 

Poipu. 

Kartapepe . . . 

'  WaibM . 

Maui,  Hawaw: 

Homeowner  . . 

1  WaikWti . . . . . 

1  eheina  . 

Lahaina. 

Kahuhii  . . . . . . . 

Kihei  . . . . . . . 

Renter . . . . . 

Kehuitji  . . 

Kahiibri  . 

Lahaina. 

WaHukii . 

WaUiikii  . 

Kihei. 

tahaina . 

Guam: 

Homeownar . .  .. 

Derletin  . 

Dedadn  . 

Dededo. 

Ylgo . . . . . 

Barrigada  Hts. 

Jonestown. 

Rerrter . . . . . 

Agana  . . . . . 

Agana  . , . 

Agat/Santa  Fbta _ _ _ 

AHiira.*:  . 

Pago  Bay. 

Miradero. 

Puerto  Rico 

Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rice: 

Homeowner _ _ _ 

. . . 

Atturas  . 

StiHarM  . 

Sultana. 

Renter  . .  .  . . . . 

Mayaguez . . . . . 

Terrarw  . . . 

Miradero. 

Sultana  . . . . . 

San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico: 

Homeowr>er  . . . . 

Carolina  . . . . . . 

Carolina . 

Guaynabo. 

Hato  Rey. 

Old  San  Juan. 

Beyamnn  , . , . 

VA  Hnspital  Araa 

Renter _ _ _ _ _ 

CaroNra . . . . . 

nw  San  .hian  . 

fsla  Verrle  . 

Ida  \/arda . 

Condado. 

FredarkcstAd. 

SL  Croix.  Virgin  Istarxis: 

Homeowner . .  . 

West  End  (Fiederiksted  Area) 

Weet  End  (Fradarik.<Uad  Area) 

Renter . . . 

Christiansted. 

Charlotte  Amalie. 

St.  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands:  - 

Homeowner  . . . . 

Charlotte  Amalie . 

Charlotte  Amalie . 

Renter  .  ,,  ,, 

CrhailnttA  Amai^ 

frhflrtotlft 

Chartolte  Amebe. 

Northwest  DC 

Washington  DC,  Disblet  of  Columbia: 
Homeowner . . . 

Northeast  DC . 

Northeast  DC . 

Renter . . . . . . 

Northeast  DC .  . . 

Northeast  DC . 

Northwest  DC 

Washington  DC,  Marytetfid: 

Homeowr>er  ...... _ _ 

S^xHand  . 

Gaithersburg . 

Rockville. 

Renter . . 

Capitoi  Heights . . . . 

Germartewn . 

Rockville. 

Springlieid. 

Alexandria. 

Washington  DC,  Virginia: 

Homeowner _ _ _ . .. 

kyinrvrhrfclja  . 

Dale  City . . . . . 

Fairfax/Falls  Church . 

Rontor  . . 

Woodbridge  . . . . . 

'  Northwest  DC  excludes  Georgetown,  but  Indudes  Dupont  Circle,  Cleveland  Park  and  Adams  Morgan. 
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Appendix  7 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Anchorage,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  15- Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Annual  costs 


Category 

Lower  income  | 

Middle  income  j 

Upper  income 

1  Owner 

i 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Manitenance . 

363 

427 

491 

Insurance . 

346 

168 

370 

168 

400 

186 

Utilities . 

2145 

1886 

2469 

2145 

2793 

2296 

Real  Estate  Taxes . 

1181 

. 

1730 

2555 

Housing  . 

5054 

7062 

9324 

11424 

Total  annual  cost  . 

9089 

j  6258 

12058 

9945 

15563 

13906 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Fairtranks,  AK;  Date  Prepared  15-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  Income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenance . 

377 

444 

511 

Insurance . 

335 

147 

384 

158 

423 

180 

UtBrties . 

2595 

2268 

3003 

2595 

3412 

2785 

Real  Estate  Taxes . 

1169 

1756 

2440 

Housing  . 

4954 

5496 

7233 

7308 

8253 

9816 

Total  annual  cost  . 

9430 

7911 

12820 

10061 

15039 

12781 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Juneau,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  15-Apr-93:  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  Income 

Middle  Income 

Upper  Income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenance . 

322 

379 

O 

436 

Insurance . 

310 

117 

358 

117 

399 

141 

Utilities . 

2,802 

2,442 

3,251 

2,802 

3,701 

3,012 

Real  Estate  Taxes . 

1,249 

1,597 

2,042 

Housing  . 

6'242 

8,244 

8!234 

10,152 

9,568 

13,764 

Total  annual  cost  . 

10,925 

10,803 

13,819 

13,071 

16,146 

16,917 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Nome,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  20-Apr-93;  Winter  1933  Survey] 


Annual  costs 


Category  j 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

1  Renter  | 

1  Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenance . 

351 

413 

475 

Insurance . 

518 

326 

528 

326 

665 

350 

Utilities . 

3864 

3356 

4499 

3864 

5134 

4160 

Real  Estate  Taxes . 

658 

902 

1054 

Housing  . 

4024 

7800 

5518 

9804 

6927 

11700 

Total  annual  cost  . 

9415 

11482 

11860 

13994 

14255 

16210 

45C16 
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Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Honolulu,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  15*Apr-99;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

.  Renter 

Owner 

.•  Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenance  ~  ........ 

407 

479 

561 

Insurance .  . .  .  . . 

284 

193 

366 

193 

413 

216 

UHlIies . . . .  . .  . . 

1117 

1012 

1247 

nmg 

1378 

1178 

Raei  Taxee  . . 

572 

937 

1148 

15065 

9000 

23500 

25907 

16608 

Total  annual  cost -  - - - 

17446 

10205 

26529 

12830 

29397 

18002 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Hik),  HI;  Date  Prepared:  15-Apr-93;  Surrwner  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenance  .......  .  . . . . . . 

428 

504 

500 

Insurance . .  . .  . .  . 

262 

243 

291 

243 

365 

20S 

Utllllies . .  . .  . 

1317 

1182 

1486 

1317 

1655 

1386 

Rmi  P.stete  YaMee . . 

731 

1067 

1333 

, 

9319 

7008 

11612 

8592 

14104 

10536 

Total  armiel  ooet  . . . 

12067 

8433 

14960 

10152 

18037 

12237 

HOUSING  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  KaHua  Korta,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  1S-Apr-93:  Surrvner  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenance  . . . . . . . . 

361 

' 

425 

489 

Insurance .  . . — . .  . . 

287 

257 

386 

257 

479 

317. 

UtHttes . . .  . . . 

1317 

1182 

1486 

1317 

1655 

1396 

Real  Estate  Taxes . . .  . . .  ..  . 

731 

1067 

1333 

Housing  . . . . . . 

11395 

8808 

15892 

10596 

18605 

13332 

Total  annual  coat  . . . . . 

14091 

10247 

19256 

12170 

22561 

15045 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Hawaii  County  Composite;  Dale  Prepared:  IS-Apr-OS;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Armuai  costs 

Location 

Weights 

Lower  income 

Middle  irreome 

Upper  inconte 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Kilo,  HI  . . . . . . . 

80.00 

12,057 

8,433 

14,960 

10,152 

18,037 

12,237 

KaHua  Kona,  HI .  . 

20.00 

14,091 

10,247 

19,256 

12,170 

22,561 

15,045 

Total  weight  . . . . 

Hawaii  County,  HI  Cost .  . 

100.00 

12,464 

8,796 

15,819 

10,556 

18,942 

12,799 
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HOUSING  Cost  AHM.Y9S 

[LocaAon;  Kauai  Courtly,  Hli  Date  Preparad-.  1S-Apr^  Summar  1992  Survay] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  Incoma 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Rertlar 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Mainlertanco  — . . . . . 

292 

344 

396 

kmirance . . . . . 

246 

195 

296 

195 

375 

222 

unities . . . - . . . . 

1,283 

1,152 

1,447 

1,263 

1,612 

1.360 

Reel  Petate  Tawm  . 

902 

703 

923 

HoiKing  . . . - . . . 

12.245 

9,732 

15,797 

10,672 

19,525 

16,296 

Total  anrwal  cost  . . . . . 

14,568 

11,079 

16,567 

12.390 

22,631 

17.878 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

(Localon:  Maui  County,  HI;  t3aie  Preparad:  15-Apr-93;  Summar  1992  Suivay] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

MMdIa  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

ifciinaormnrft . - . - . 

330 

388 

446 

Insurance  . . . - . . . 

260 

235 

300 

245 

385 

277 

UtWties . - . - . - . 

1,624 

1,445 

1vB48 

1,624 

2,072 1 

1,729 

RaaI  PfitatA  TnicAfi  .  . 

597 

838 

1A90 

Housing 

14^ 

7,800 

19,668 

16,1€4 

24,729 

13,020 

Total  annual  cost  . 

17.631 

9.460 

23,042 

12,033 

28,722 

15,026 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

flocaAon:  Guam;  Date  Prepared:  l5-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

income 

Upper  Income 

Owner 

Ranter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

377 

443 

509 

irtsuranoe . . . . . . . . . 

1309 

58 

1625 

116 

3096 

232 

Uilles _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

2390 

2155 

2682 

2390 

2975 

2526 

RaaI  PstAtA  Tayaa  . . . 

261 

576 

Housing 

10555 

8888 

13110 

12732 

16706 

Total  annual  cost  . . . . 

14660 

11201 

18141 

15238 

32146 

21466 

HOUSING  Cost  Analysis 

[LocaAon:  Mayaguez,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  15-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  ^Kxms 

income 

Upper  Income 

Owner 

Ranter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owr>er 

Renter 

kiafc«»AnAnr;A  .  . .  . . . . 

229 

mvi 

309] 

tnaucanoe _ _ _ _ 

522 

55 

691 

110 

1032 

195 

UWies _  .  •  - - - - 

861 

789 

953 

661 

1044 

904 

RaaI  pAtAtA  TaVAA  . .  . . 

0 

308 

332 

Housing 

4381 

4896 

7020 

7152 

10214  1 

11504 

Total  annual  cost . 

5993 

5740 

9241 

8123 

12931 

12703 
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Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  San  Juan,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  15*Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

1 _ 

Middle  Income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Mainter>8nRA . 

262 

308 

354 

Insurance . 

375 

108 

525 

154 

978 

253 

UtiHties . . . . 

869 

797 

961 

869 

1052 

912 

Real  Pstata  Taxes . , . 

303 

412 

738 

Housing  . . . . . 

4439 

8208 

6039 

12948 

10831 

23952 

Total  annual  cost . 

6248 

9113 

8245 

13971 

13953 

25117 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Puerto  Rico  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  15-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Location 

Weights 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

San  Juan,  PR . 

Mayaguez,  PR  . 

Total  Weight . 

Puerto  Rico  Cost . . . ! 

70.00 

30.00 

6,248 

5,993 

9,113 

5,740 

8,245 

9,241 

13,971 

8,123 

13,953 

12,931 

100.00 

6,172 

8,101 

8,544 

12,217 

13,646 

21,393 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  St  Croix,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  15-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs  , 

Lower  income . 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenance . 

380 

447 

514 

Insurance . . . . . . 

1484 

387 

2043 

586 

2423 

787 

Utilities . 

1813 

1613 

2063 

1813 

2313 

1930 

Real  Estate  Taxes . . 

219 

339 

459 

Housing  . 

8366 

8364 

12259 

13548 

15179 

174784 

Total  anrxial  cost . . 

12262 

10364 

17151 

■  15947 

20888 

20201 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  St  Thomas,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  15*Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintananca . . . . 

333 

392 

! 

451 

insurance . . . . 

1751 

387 

2423 

t  586 

2804 

,  787 

Utilities . . . . 

1813 

1613 

2063 

1813 

2313 

1930 

Real  Estate  Taxes . . . . . 

590 

796 

986 

Housing  . . . •... . 

9959 

8820 

14181 

12828 

16544 

,  18360 

Total  annual  cost . . . 

14446 

10820 

19855 

15227 

23098 

■  21077 
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Housing  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  Washington,  DC,  Oats  Praftatatk  15-ApF43;  Suconar  (992  Sufweir] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

imiQQgjQinii' 

Upper  income. 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

288 

339 

390 

Insurance . .  - . -  - . - . 

322 

128 

440 

128 

730 

155 

Utilities . .  . .  . . .  . 

1959 

1725 

2252 

1959 

2545 

2096 

610 

1042 

.. 

Housing  . .  . . . .  — . 

6907 

5868 

7596 

1900B 

Total  annual  oort  . .  . . 

(0086 

7721 

14302 

9683 

22725, 

2(259 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington,  OC.  MO;  Data  Praparad:  1SApr-93;  Sumraar  (992  Surveir] 


Annual  costs 

Category 

Lower  income 

Middle  Income 

Upper  Income 

r 

Owner 

Renter 

Owrrer 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

294 

346 

398 

Insurance . .  - . —  . 

256 

130 

235 

130 

319 

130 

Utilities . .  . .  . —  - . 

2252 

1982 

2590 

2252 

2927 

2409 

1444 

1492 

2573 

_ _ _ 

Housing  .  . -  . . . 

^  7557 

6564 

9961 

8928  1 

14837 

12300 

Total  annual  cost  . .  . . —  - . 

(1803^ 

8676 

14624 

11310 

‘ 

21054 

14839 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington,  DC.  VA;  Date  Prepared:  15-Apr-^;  Summar  1992  Suivey] 


Annual  costs 

Category 

Lower  income 

Middle  Income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owrrar 

Renter 

292 

343 

394 

Insurance . -  - . -  — . 

217 

138 

242 

138 

298 

156 

UtilHies . -  . . -  . . .  . 

2217 

1950 

2251 

2217 

2885 

2373 

1406 

1708 

2552 

_ _ 

Housing  .  . . .  . —  . 

7663 

6468 

9309 

9468 

13374 

11988 

Total  annual  oust  . .  . . . . 

11795 

8556 

14153 

* 

11823 

19503 

14517 

HOUSING  Cost  Analysis 

[Washington,  OC  Ccmposita;  Date  Prepared:  15-Apr-93;  Summar  1992  Sunray] 


Location 

Weights 

Annual  costs 

Lower  irxxxne 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Washington  DC.  OC  . . -  — . 

33.34 

10,086 

7,721 

14,302 

9,683 

22,725 

21559 

WasMngton  DC.  MD  . . -  .... 

33.33 

11,803 

8576 

14,624 

11,310 

21554 

14339 

Washington  DC.  VA  . . —  - - 

33.33 

11.795 

8556 

14,153 

11,823 

19303j 

14.51/ 

lOOiM) 

. 

•  1 

Composite  Cost . - 

11.228 

8318 

14,360 

10,939 

21594 

16w872 
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HOUSING  Cost  Analysis 

(Location;  Washington,  DC,  Date  Prepared:  1S-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 
I  Annual  Co^ 


Category  Lower  Income  Middle  Income  Upper  Income 


Owner  Renter  Owner  Renter  Owner 


Maintenance .  275  .  323  .  371 


Insurance .  337  153  446  153  769  187 

Utilities .  1891  1666  2172  1891  2453  2022 

Reed  Estate  Taxes .  610  .  1042  .  1939  . 


Housing  . I  6279  1  5820  |  8266  |  7716 1  17856  |  19128 


Total  annual  cost  . . .  9392  7639  12249  9760  23388  21337 


HOUSING  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington,  DC,  MD;  Date  Prepared;  15-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 
I  Annual  coste 


Category  Lower  income  Middle  income  Upper  income 


Owner  Renter  Owner  Renter  Owner  Renter 


Maintenance .  315  .  370  .  426 


Insurance .  283  142  278  142  414  148 

Utilities .  2008  1772  2302  2008  2597  2145 

Real  Estate  Taxes .  1444  .  1492  .  2573  . 


Housing  .  .  7561  I  6420  9067  9156  15266  11532 


Total  annual  cost  .  11611  8334  13509  11306  21276  13825 


Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington,  DC,  VA;  Date  Prepared:  21  •Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 

Annual  costs 


Category  Lower  income  Middle  income  Upper  income 


Owner  Renter  Owner  Renter  Owner  Renter 


Maintenance .  284  .  334  .  384 


Insurance .  215  134  245  135  300  146 

Utilities .  2185  1923  2513  2185  2841  2338 

Real  Estate  Taxes .  1406  .  1705  .  2552  . 


Housing  .  6785  6852  8913  9024  12996  12396 


Total  annual  cost  .  10875  8909  13710  11344  19073  14880 


HOUSING  Cost  Analysis 

[Washington,  DC  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


, 

Annual  costs 

Location 

Weights 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Washington  DC,  DC  . 

33.34 

9,392 

7,639 

12,249 

9,760 

23,388 

21,337 

Washington  DC,  MD . 

33.33 

11,611 

8,334 

13,509 

11,306 

21,276 

13,825 

Washin^on  DC,  VA . . 

Total  Weight . 

33.33 

100.00 

10,875 

8,909 

13,710 

11,344 

19,073 

14,880 

Composite  Cost . 

10,626 

8,294 

13,156 

10,803 

21,246 

16,681 
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Appendix  8 
Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Anchorage,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


! 

Owners 

Renters 

total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  ainual  \ 
cost  1 

Total  cost  1 
DC  area  ! 

Index 

i 

Lower  income . 

9089 

10626 

85.54 

8258 

8294 

99.57 

Middle  income . 

12058 

13156 

91.65 

9945 

10803 

92.06 

Upper  income . 

15563 

21246 

73.25 

13906 

16681 

83.36 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Fairbanks,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Owrrers  j 

Renters 

.Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index  1 

1 

1  Total  annual 

1  cost 

1 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  income  . . 

9430 

10626 

88.74 

7911 

8294 

95.38 

Middle  income . 

12820 

13156 

97.45 

10061 

10803 

93.13 

Upper  income . 

15039 

21246 

70.79 

12781  i 

-  1 

16681 

76.62 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Juneau,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost  1 
DC  area  | 

Index 

i 

1  Total  annual  1 
1  cost  1 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  income . 

10925 

j  10626 

102.81 

130.25 

Middle  Income . . 

13819 

13156 

105.04 

120.99 

Upper  income . 

16146 

1  21246 

76.00 

101.41 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Nome,  AK;  Date  Prepared;  21 -Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual  | 
cost  1 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual  ! 
cost  1 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  income . . 

9415 

10626 

88.60 

11482 

8294 

138.44 

Middle  income . 

11860  1 

13156 

90.15 

13994 

10803 

129.54 

Upper  income . 

14255 

21246 

67.09 

16210 

16681 

97.18 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Honolutu,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Owners  j 

1  Renters 

1 _ 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost  1 
DC  area  i 

_ 1 

1 

Index 

1 _ 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost  1 
DC  area  j 

1  Index 

1 _ _ 

Lower  income . 

17,445 

11,228 

155.37 

10,205 

8,318 

122.69 

Middle  income . 

26,529 

14,360 

184.74 

12,830 

10,939 

117.29 

Upper  income . 

29,397 

21,094 

139.36 

18,002  1 

16,872 

106.70 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Hawaii  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


! 

1  Owners 

Renters 

1  Total  annual  I 
1  cost  1 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

inWAv  '  Total  annual 
Index  1  ^ 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

1  Index 

! 

Lower  income . 

1  12464 1 

11228 

111.01  1  8796 

8318  1 

i  105.75 
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Housing  /Analysis— Continued 

(Location:  HawaM  County,  HI;  Dots  Prepared:  21-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  e^ea 

Index 

IwMcfle  income .  . . 

15819 

18942 

14360 

21094 

110.16 

89.80 

10556 

12799 

'  10939 
16872 

96.50 

7586 

Upper  irKX)me _ _ _ _ - . 

HOUSING  Analysis 

(Location:  Kauai  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  21-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


- 

Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  income .  . . . . . 

14568 

11228 

129.75 

11079 

8318 

133.19 

Middle  Income _ _ _ _ _ _ 

18587 

14360 

129.44 

12350 

10939 

112.90 

Upper  irKX)me _ _ -  . .  . . 

22831 

21094 

108.23 

17878 

16872 

10586 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Maui  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  21-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


1  Owners 

1  Renters 

Total  annu^ 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  Income . . . . . . 

17631 

11228 

157.03 

9480 

8318 

113.97 

Middle  Irvxxne . . . . . 

23042 

14360 

160.46 

12033 

10939 

110.00 

Upper  Inooim  . . .  . 

28722 

21094 

136.16 

15026 

16872 

89.06 

Housing  Analysis 

(Location:  Guam;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


1  Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  itxxxne  .  . . . . . .  .... 

14860 

11228 

132.35 

11201 

8318 

134.66 

Middle  income . . . . . 

18141 

14360 

126.33 

15238 

10939 

139.30 

Upper  ifvxjme  . .  . . . . 

32146 

21094 

152.39 

21466 

16872 

12783 

Housing  Analysis 

(Location:  Puerto  Rico;  Date  Prepared:  21-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


1  Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annued 
cost 

Total  OKt 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  Income . . . . . . . . 

6172 

11228 

54.97 

8101 

8318 

97.39 

Middle  income .  . . . . . . 

8544 

14360 

59.50 

12217 

10939 

111.68 

Upper  Income _  ,  '  . . 

13646 

21094 

64.69 

21393 

16872 

126.80 

Housing  /Analysis  ' 

[Location:  St  Cioix,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


1  Owners 

j  Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  imxwna .  . 

12262 

11228 

109.21 

10364 

8318 

124.60 

Middle  income .  . 

•  17151 

14360 

119.44 

15947 

10939 

145.78 

Upper  income . . . 

20888 

21094 

99.02 

20201 

16872 

119.73 
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Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  St  Thomas,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Sun/ey] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index  ! 

_ _ i 

!  Total  annual 

!  cost 

1 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  income . 

14446  ! 

11228 

128.66 

10620 

8318 

130.08 

Middle  income . 

.  19655 

14360 

138.27 

15227 

10939 

139.20 

Upper  income . . . . . . 

23098 

21094 

109.50 

21077 

16872 

124.92 

1 _ 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington,  DC;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

To^  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  income . 

10086 

1  11228 

89.83 

7721 

8318 

92.82 

Middle  income . 

14302 

1  14360 

99.60 

9683 

10939 

88.52 

Upper  income .  .  . . . 

22725 

1  21094 

107.73 

21259 

16872  j 

j  126.00 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington  DC.  MD;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  ir>come . . . 

11803 

11228 

105.12 

8676 

8318 

104.30 

Middle  income . 

14624 

14360 

101.84 

11310 

10939 

103.39 

Upper  income . •• . 

21054 

21094 

99.81 

14839  1 

1  16872 

87.95 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington  DC,  VA;  Dated  Prepared:  21-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  income . 

11795 

11228 

105.05 

8556  : 

8318 

102.86 

Middle  income . 

14153 

14360 

98.56 

11823  1 

1  10939 

108.08 

19503 

,  -  21094 

92.46 

14517  1 

1  16872 

86.04 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington  DC,  DC;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Sunrey] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  income . 

9392 

10626 

88.39 

7639 

8294 

92.10 

Middle  income . 

12249 

13156 

93.11 

9760 

10803 

90.35 

Upper  income . 

23388 

21246 

110.08 

21337 

16681 

127.91 

Housing  Analysis 


[Location:  Washington  DC,  MD;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  irtcome . 

11611 

10626 

109.27 

8334 

8294 

100.48 

Middle  income . 

13509 

13156 

102.68 

11306 

10803 

104.66 

Upper  Income . 

21276 

21246 

100.14 

13825 

16681 

82.88 
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HousiNQ  Analysis 


[Locatton:  Washington  DC.  VA;  Date  Propared:  21-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Owrrers 

Renters 

Total  arvKial 
ooet 

Total  cost 
DC  evea 

.  Index 

Total  annueil 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Lower  income  . . 

10875 

10626 

102.34 

8909 

8294 

Mkkite  irrcc*^ . . . . . 

13710 

13156 

104.21 

11344 

10803 

105.01 

Upper  kicome  . . . . . . . 

19073 

21246 

89.77 

14880 

16681 

89.20 

Appendix  9A— Analysis  of  Home  Sales  Data 


Location 

[  Previous 

Current 

Percent 

Percent  ad- 

CBS 

Average 

CBS 

Average 

change 

justnient 

Anchorage,  Alaska: 
Lowar  . 

i0 

20 

$65,700 

96,200 

139,400 

70 

$70,902 

7.9 

NA 

$70,902 

LHHdtn 

57 

99 

99,073 

130,815 

3.0 

NA 

99,073 

Oppo 

28 

144 

-6.2 

NA 

130,815 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionais  believe  that  home  market  values  are  appredaling.  The  current  data  are  more  numerous  than  previous  data. 
Because  current  data  are  numerous,  rK)  adjustments  are  made. 


Fairbanks,  Alaska: 

6 

$70,851 

8 

$69,498 

-1.9 

NA 

$69,498 

Middle  . . . . . . .  , 

11 

101,400 

30 

101,478 

0.1 

NA 

101.478 

Upper . . . . . 

9 

,  137,000 

16 

115,787 

-15.5 

NA 

115,787 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  that  home  market  values  sve  appreciattng.  The  current  data  although  sparse  at  the  lower  income,  are 
considered  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Juneau.  Alaska: 

Lower . . . . — 

4 

$89,470 

17 

$87,570 

-2.1 

NA 

$87,570 

Middle  .  . . . . . 

18 

114,400 

48 

115,518 

1.0 

NA 

115,518 

Upper . . . 

7 

146,300 

31 

134,232 

-8.2 

NA 

134,232 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  that  home  market  values  are  appreciating.  The  current  data  are  more  numerous  than  previous  data. 
Because  current  data  are  numerous,  rro  adjustments  are  made. 


Nome,  Alaska: 

L^er . 

7 

$71,100 

1 

$71,100 

0.0 

-20.6 

*$56,453 

Middle  . .  ..  . . . . 

9 

97,500 

86,151 

-11.6 

-20.6 

*77,415 

Upper . . . . . . . 

8 

122,400 

81,549 

-33.4 

-20.6 

*97,186 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionai  believes  home  market  values  are  stable.  Data  quality  is  questionable  at  all  levels.  The  current  arxl  previous 
data  are  merged  separately  at  aH  three  levels  to  compare  the  average  cost  per  square  foot  to  estimate  the  overall  change.  This  change  of 
-20.6%  was  then  applied  to  the  previous  average  costs  by  income  to  detennine  the  current  costs  at  each  level. 


City  and  County  of  Honolulu,  Hawaii: 

Lower . . 

11 

$207,000 

25 

$184,203 

-11.0 

2.1 

*$211,347 

Middle  . . . 

23 

310,700 

48 

329,693 

6.1 

NA 

329,693 

Upper . . . 

27 

370.600 

78 

363,460 

-1.9 

NA 

363,460 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  state  that  market  is  either  stable  or  appreciating  slightly.  Change  at  lower  level  is  not  consistent  with  change  at 
middle  and  upper  levels,  and  data  are  strorrger  at  these  levels.  Therefore,  lower  le>^  is  adjusted  by  average  rate  of  change  at  middle  and 
upper  levels. 


Hilo,  Hawaii: 

Lower . . 

7 

$134,100 

15 

$130,743 

-2.5 

NA 

$130,743 

Middle  . . . . . 

6 

180,700 

16 

162,903 

-9.8 

NA 

162,903 

Upper  . . . . 

8 

204,000 

21 

197,863 

-3.0 

NA 

197,863 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  state  that  housing  prices  have  declined  as  much  as  10%.  There  are  more  data  in  1992  than  in  1991  and 
change  is  within  range  professionals  believe  is  possible.  Therefore,  no  arjustrrrents  are  made. 


Kailua  Kona,  Hawaii: 

Lower . . . 

8 

$154,800 

13 

$159,867 

3.3 

NA 

$159,867 

Middle  . . . . . . 

6 

204,100 

-  22 

222,950 

9.2 

NA 

222,950 

Upper .  . . .  . . 

6 

256,700 

26 

261,018 

1.7 

NA 

261,018 

Nofee:  Real  estate  professiortals  reluctant  to  discuss  housing  market  trerrds.  However,  there  are  more  data  in  1992  than  in  1991,  arrd  charges 
are  rtot  significanlly  different  among  levels.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  eve  made. 


Kauai,  Hawaii: 

Lower . 

5 

$174,336 

9 

$171,792 

-1.5 

NA 

$171,792 
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Appendix  9A— Analysis  of  Home  Sales  Data— Continued 


Location 

Previous 

Current 

Percent 

Percent  ad- 

Final  value 

CBS 

Average 

OBS 

Average 

change 

justment 

Middte  _ _ _ 

4 

3 

203,970 

-11.3 

-36 

*221,624 

Upper  — - - - - 

7 

1  290,800 1 

10 

273,921 

-5.0 

NA 

273,921 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  befieve  housing  prices  were  stable  over  the  past  year  (prior  to  hurricane).  Data  are  sparse  at  lower  and  middte 
levels  (particularly  at  middfe).  Rate  of  change  at  midde  is  significantty  different  from  other  levels.  Therefore,  the  percentage  changes  at  the 
lower  and  upper  profiles  have  been  added  and  averaged.  This  average  rate  of  change  is  then  used  to  adjust  the  middte  income. 


Maui,  Hawaii: 

Lower . . . . . . 

5 

$210,651 

7 

$205,569 

-2.4 

-1.3% 

*$207,913 

Miririlp  .  ' . 

21 

279,500 

19 

275,925 

-1.3 

NA 

275,925 

UPP«  - - 

5 

351,494 

8 

329,919 

-6.1 

-1.3 

*346,925 

Notes;  Real  estate  professionals  state  housing  prices  are  flat  or  declining.  Data  are  sparse  at  lower  and  upper  levels.  Therefore,  use  the  rale  of 
change  at  the  middle  level  to  adjust  the  lower  and  upper  values  from  1991. 


Guam: 

Lower . . . . . 

3 

$113,491 

3 

$146,997 

29.5 

15.3 

*$130,855 

Middte  . . . . . . 

6 

140,966 

6 

212,979 

51.1 

15.3 

•162,534 

Upper . . . . . 

2 

268,670 

3 

175,406 

-34.7 

15.3 

*309,777 

Overall  Average . . . . 

. . 

— 

15.3 

— 

. . — 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  that  housing  prices  are  fiat  due  to  a  decrease  in  foreign  investment  and  speculatioa  Data  are  sparse 
at  all  levels  and  change  shows  significant  variation  among  levels.  Data  qualiiy  problems  exist  with  both  the  current  and  previous  survey  data. 
Because  we  have  at  least  three  observations  at  each  income  level,  the  overall  rates  of  change  for  aH  three  income  levels  are  averaged  and 
used  to  adjust  the  previous  year's  data. 


Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rico: 

4 

$57,600 

m 

$63,675 

10.5 

6.7 

•$61,459 

Middle  _ _ _ 

9 

92,300 

102,882 

11.5 

6.7 

*98,484 

Upper . — . . 

10 

134,300 

123,590 

-8.0 

6.7 

*143,298 

Notes:  Real  estate  professkxials  believe  that  housing  prices  are  stable.  Data  Quality  is  questiortable  at  aU  levels.  The  Current  arxl  previous 
are  merged  separately  at  all  three  levels  to  compare  the  average  cost  per  square  foot  to  estimate  the  overall  change  in  Mayaguez.  This 
change  of  6.7%  was  then  applied  to  the  previoi»  average  costs  by  income  to  determine  the  current  costs  at  each  level. 


San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico: 

7 

$82,800 

79 

$62,271 

-24.8 

NA 

$62,271 

Middfe  . . - _ _ 

4 

100^55 

23 

84,721 

-15.5 

NA 

84,721 

Upper  . . «... - - - 

26 

141,100 

31 

151,946 

7.7 

NA 

151346 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  that  housing  prices  are  stable.  Current  data  are  better  than  previous  year’s  data.  Therefore,  no  adjust 
merits  are  made. 


St  Croix,  Virgin  tslarxls: 

5 

$85381 

10 

$103,635 

21.5 

NA 

$103,635 

Middte  . . . . . . 

(t) 

110300 

5 

151366 

37.4 

NA 

151366 

Upper . . 

(t) 

187,500 

•  3 

188,037 

0.3 

NA 

188,037 

Notes:  Data  are  better  thfe  year  than  in  previous  years.  Although  real  estate  professionals  befieve  market  is  flat  or  increasing  slightly,  the  trend 
data  are  ignored  because  previous  data  are  weak.  Therefore,  no  ac^ustments  are  made. 


St  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands: 

Lower .  . . . 

8 

$126,900 

9 

$141,516 

11.5 

1.6 

*$128,930 

Middte  .  .  .  _ _ 

6 

180,700 

6 

157,365 

-12.9 

1.6 

*183391 

Upper _ _ 

8 

210,800 

3 

224,009 

6.3 

1.6 

*214,173 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  market  is  flat  or  declining.  Data  are  sparse  at  aR  levels.  Previous  data  were  considered  “good”  but 
sparse.  Therefore,  all  cuwent  data  are  combined  and  compared  with  previous  data  combined,  and  the  overall  rate  of  change  is  applied  to  toe 
previous  averages  at  each  level. 


Washington,  DC,  District  of  Columbia  Summer  1992 
Sunrey: 

1  riMfPr  . . . . 

6 

$92,007 

J47,600 

247,100 

30 

$93,573 

138,580 

231,948 

1.7 

NA 

$93,573 
. .  138,580 

Middle  . .  ..  _ _ _ 

5 

22 

-6.1 

NA 

Upper . . . . . . . . . . 

6 

24 

-6.1 

NA 

231,948 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionais  state  that  home  market  values  are  flat  or  declining.  The  current  data  are  more  numerous  than  previous  data. 
Because  current  data  are  numerous,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  Maryland  Summer  1992  Survey: 
Lower  . . . 

NA 

$96,115 

18 

$103363 

7.7 

NA 

$1(»363 

Middte  _ _ _ _ _ 

NA 

148,836 

24 

136,513 

-0.3 

NA 

136,513 
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Appendix  9A— Analysis  of  Home  Sales  DATA--Continued 


Location 

Previous 

Current 

Percent 

char>ge 

Percent  ad¬ 
justment 

Final  value 

CBS 

Average 

CBS 

Average 

Upper . 

NA 

172,555 

24 

203,337 

17.8 

NA 

203,337 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  prices  are  flat  or  declining.  Previous  data  do  not  have  square  footage  information.  Current  data  are 
spcuse  at  some  communities  in  lower  6md  upper  levels.  Nevertheless,  current  data  are  better  than  previous  data.  Therefore,  no  adjustments 
are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  Virginia  Summer  1992  Sunrey: 
Lower . 

IB 

$107,100 

H 

$105,021 

-1.9 

NA 

Middle  . 

120,900 

mm 

127,582 

5.5 

NA 

Upper . 

190,400 

183,294 

-3.7 

NA 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  prices  are  flat  or  dedinirrg.  Number  of  observations  this  year  are  much  greater  than  last  survey.  There¬ 
fore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  District  of  Columbia  Winter  1993 
Survey: 

Lower . 

30 

$93,573 

46 

$88,083 

-5.9 

NA 

$88,083 

Middle  . . . 

22 

138,580 

40 

115,960 

-16.3 

NA 

115,960 

Upper  . 

24 

231,948 

30 

250,512 

8.0 

NA 

250,512 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  home  market  values  are  flat  to  declining.  Current  data  are  more  numerous  than  previous  data.  There¬ 
fore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  Maryland  Winter  1993  Survey: 
Lower . 

18 

$103,563 

- 1 

9 

1 - 

$104,832 

1.2 

NA 

$104,832 

Middle  . 

24 

136,513 

8 

125,723 

-7.9 

NA 

125,723 

Upper . . . 

12 

203,337 

13 

211,667 

4.1 

NA 

211,667 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  prices  are  fiat  or  declining.  The  current  data  although  sparse,  are  considered  good.  Therefore,  no  ad¬ 
justments  are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  Virginia  Winter  1993  Survey: 

Lower . 

119 

$105,021 

45 

$95,184 

-9.4 

NA 

$95,184 

Middle  . 

112 

127,582 

81 

125,047 

-2.0 

NA 

125,047 

Upper  . 

174 

183,294 

114 

182,325 

-0.5 

NA 

182,325 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  prices  are  fiat  or  declining.  Change  is  within  range  professionals  believe  is  likely.  Therefore,  no  adjust¬ 
ments  are  made. 


*  Adjusted. 

t  Same  observations  used  at  all  levels. 


Appendix  9B— Analysis  of  Rental  Data 


Location 

Previous 

Current 

Percent 

Percent 

adjust¬ 

ment 

Final  value 

CBS 

Average 

OBS 

Non-broker 

Broker 

Average 

change 

Anchorage,  Alaska: 

Lower . 

16 

$499 

121 

$484 

$550 

$517 

3.6 

NA 

$517 

Middle . 

12 

576 

99 

626 

645 

636 

10.4 

NA 

636 

Upper . 

5 

1,057 

76 

1,004 

900 

952 

-9.9 

NA 

952 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  norvbroker  arKi  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  than  previous  year. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Fairbanks,  Alaska: 

Lower . 

■ 

$423 

64 

$471 

$444 

$458 

8.3 

NA 

$458 

Mkkfle . 

537 

115 

632 

586 

609 

13.4 

NA 

609 

Upper . 

■d 

1,005 

105 

802 

833 

818 

-18.6 

NA 

818 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  norvbroker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  than  previous  year. 
Therefore,  r>o  adjustments  are  made. 


Juneau,  Alaska: 

Lower . 

$635 

31 

$686 

$688 

$687 

8.2 

NA 

$687 

Middle . 

8 

804 

41 

817 

875 

846 

5.2 

NA 

846 

Upper . 

4 

1,042 

38 

1,169 

1,125 

1,147 

10.1 

NA 

1,147 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  obsenrations  significantly  greater  than  previous  year. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 
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Appendix  9B— Analysis  of  Rental  Data— Continued 


Location 

Previous 

Current 

Percent 

Percent 

adjust¬ 

ment 

Final  value 

DBS 

Average 

DBS 

Notvbroker 

Broker 

Average 

change 

Nome,  Alaska: 

Lower . . 

2 

$600 

16 

$670 

$630 

$650 

8.3 

NA 

$650 

Middle . . . 

2 

794 

21 

840 

794 

817 

2.9 

NA 

817 

Upper . . 

2 

1,144 

16 

1.0S0 

900 

975 

-14.8 

NA 

975 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Nwnber  of  abaervaUons  signific^itly  greater  than  prevkiue  year 
Therefore,  no  adiustments  are  made. 


City  and  County  of  Honolulu, 

Hawaii: 

Lower . 

7 

$738 

68 

$770 

$729 

$750 

NA 

$750 

Middle . 

6 

921 

42 

939 

981 

960 

NA 

960 

Upper .  . . . 

6 

1,331 

69 

1,268 

1,500 

1,384 

NA 

1,384 

Notes:  Data  equaiiy  weighted  between  norvtxoker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significandy  greater  than  previous  year.  ' 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Hilo,  Hawaii: 

Lower _ 

4 

$625 

16 

$536 

$631 

^84 

-6.6 

NA 

$584 

Middle . . 

5 

830 

19 

618 

813 

716 

-13.7 

NA 

716 

Upper . . 

2 

1,144 

37 

735 

1,020 

878 

-23J 

NA 

878 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  nor>-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  signMicantiy  greater  than  previous  year. 
Therefore,  rx)  adjustments  are  made. 


Kailua  Kona,  Hawaii: 

Lower . . . . . 

3 

$788 

17 

$643 

$825 

$734 

-69 

NA 

$734 

Middle . 

4 

994 

22 

797 

969 

883 

-119 

NA 

883 

Upper - 

3 

1,292 

27 

1,058 

1,165 

1,111 

-14.0 

NA 

1,111 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  arvf  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  than  previous  year. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Kauai,  Hawaii: 

Lower . . 

■ 

$800 

13 

NA 

$811 

$811 

1.4 

NA 

$811 

Middle . . .  . 

1,034 

20 

778 

1.034 

906 

-12.4 

NA 

906 

Upper . 

Hi 

1,434 

22 

1,375 

1,340 

1,358 

-59 

NA 

1.358 

Notes:  With  the  exception  of  the  lower  IrKome,  data  are  equally  weighted  between  rxxi-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  The  lower  ii>oome  uses 
broker  data/opinion  only  because  fewer  than  3  “actuals”  were  obtained. 


Maui,  Hawaii: 

Lower . . . . 

8 

$708 

33 

$625 

$675 

$650 

-89 

NA 

$650 

Middle _ 

6 

1,054 

51 

766 

928 

847 

-19.6 

NA 

847 

Upper  _ 

3 

1,358 

71 

980 

1,190 

1,085 

-20.1 

NA 

1,085 

Notes:  Data  equaiiy  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantiy  greater  ttran  previous  year. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Guam: 

Lower . . . . 

5 

$556 

16 

$783 

$714 

$749 

34.7 

NA 

$749 

Middle . . 

5 

840 

20 

950 

1,171 

1,061 

26.3 

NA 

1,061 

Upper . . . 

6 

1,500 

39 

1938 

1,780 

1,559 

3.9 

NA 

1,559 

Notes:  Data  equaiiy  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantiy  greater  than  previous  year. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rico: 

Lower . . . 

2 

$457 

10 

NA 

$408 

$408 

-10.7 

NA 

$408 

Middle . . . 

4 

581 

22 

NA 

596 

596 

2.6 

NA 

596 

Upper . . . . . . 

2 

775 

10 

NA 

967 

967 

24.8 

NA 

967 

Notes:  Used  broker  data/opinion  only  since  less  than  3  non-broker  data  were  obtained.  Number  of  observations  this  year  is  significantly  graatar 
than  previous  year.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  were  made. 


San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico: 

Lower . 

■ 

$562 

29 

$736 

$631 

$684 

21.7 

NA 

$684 

Middle . 

1,078 

34 

1,243 

915 

1,079 

0.1 

NA 

1,079 

Upper . . . 

HI 

1,881 

50 

2919 

1,773 

1,996 

6.1 

NA 

1,996 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  noivbroker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  firan  previous  year. 
Therefore,  no  ar^stments  are  made. 
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APPENDIX  9B— Analysis  of  Rental  Data— Continued 


Location 

Previous 

Current 

Percent 

Percent 

adjust¬ 

ment 

Final  value 

OBS 

Average 

Broker  j 

Average 

change 

St.  Croix,  Virgin  Islarrds: 

Lower . 

4 

1 

$638 

HH 

$644 

$644 

0.9 

9.3 

*$697 

Middle . 

3 

1,033 

900 

900 

-12.9 

9.3 

•1,129 

Upper . 

3 

1,333 

1,500 

1,457 

9.3 

NA 

1,457 

Notes:  The  current  year’s  data  are  sparse  at  all  irKX>me  levels,  particularly  the  lower  and  middle  levels.  However,  the  upper  income  level  data 
are  much  more  numerous  tNs  year  and  do  not  require  adjustntent.  The  previous  year's  data  were  sparse  at  all  levels,  making  trend  competri- 
sons  teiKious.  Furthermore,  the  reiativeiy  large  number  of  observations  at  the  upper  level  this  year  make  It  impractical  to  combine  data  at  all 
levels  to  analyze  overall  trends.  Therefore,  the  rate  of  change  at  the  upper  income  level  is  used  to  adjust  the  lower  and  ntiddle  levels  respec¬ 
tively.  _ 


T.  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands: 
Lower . . 

5 

$780 

32 

$769 

$700 

$735 

-5.8 

NA 

$735 

Middle . 

8 

1,119 

25 

1,037 

1,100 

1,069 

-4.5 

NA 

1,069 

5 

1,370 

22 

1,360 

1,700 

1,530 

11.7 

NA 

1,530 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  than  pre'/ious  year. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  District  of 
Columbia  Summer  1992 
Survey. 

Lower . 

10 

. .  1 

$555 

1  * 

28 

j 

$477 

$500 

$489 

-11.9 

NA 

'  $489 

Middle . 

9 

696 

22 

602 

663 

633 

-9.1 

NA 

633 

Upper . . 

4 

j  1.738 

28 

1,404 

1,763 

1,584 

-8.9 

NA 

1,584 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  than  previous  survey. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  Maryland 
Summer  1992  Survey: 

Lower . 

1 

1 

10 

i 

! 

$560 

29 

$531 

$563 

$547 

-2.3 

NA 

$547 

Middle . 

9  I 

1  749 

29 

750 

738 

744 

-0.7 

NA 

744 

Upper . 

6 

1  1,069 

64 

1,024 

1,025 

1,025 

-4.1 

NA 

1,025 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  than  previous  survey. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  truKle. 


Washington,  DC,  Virginia 
Summer  1992  Sunrey: 

Lower . 

10 

$543 

26 

$539 

$538 

$539 

-0.7 

NA 

$539 

Middle . 

16 

783 

73 

771 

806 

789 

0.8 

NA 

789 

Upper . 

6 

1,142 

104 

1,008 

990 

999 

-12.5 

NA 

999 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  than  previous  survey. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  District  of 

Columbia  Winter  1993  Sur- 

vey 

Lower . 

28 

$489 

99 

$482 

$488 

$485 

-0.8 

NA 

Middle . 

22 

633 

54 

661 

625 

643 

1.6 

NA 

Upper . 

28 

1,584 

34 

1,496 

1,691 

1,594 

0.6 

NA 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  obsen/ations  significantly  greater  than  previous  survey. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  Maryland 

i 

. — 

Winter  19^  Survey: 

Lower . 

29 

$547 

54 

$495 

$575 

$535 

-2.2 

NA 

$535 

Middle . 

29 

744 

33 

775 

750 

763 

2.6 

1  NA 

763 

Upper . 

64 

_ _ 1 

1,025 

62 

952 

970 

961 

-6.2 

I  NA 

961 

Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  generally  greater  than  previous  survey. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Washington,  DC,  Virginia 
Winter  19^  Survey: 

Lower . 

26 

$539 

37 

$561 

$581 

$571 

5.9 

NA 

$571 

Middle . 

73 

789 

105 

748 

756 

1  752 

-4.7 

NA 

752 

Upper . 

104 

999 

115 

959 

1.106  1 

1  1,033 

_ 31^ 

1  NA 

1,033 
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Appencmx  9B— Analysis  of  Rental  Data— Continued 


Location 


Previous 

Current 

Percent 

Percent 

OBS 

Average 

OBS 

Norvbroker  |  Broker 

Average 

change 

ment 

Final  value 


Notes:  Data  equally  weighted  between  non-broker  and  broker  data/opinions.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  than  previous  survey. 
Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 

'Adjusted. 


Appendix  10.— Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Anchorage,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  02-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyt 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4W0  2dr 

$990 

636 

115 

78 

45 

3149 

756 

1050 

$1486 

677 

148 

78 

45 

3480 

850 

1069 

$1857 

541 

155 

78 

45 

3762 

959 

1230 

Maintenance/oil . . 

Tirp^  . 

Licerrse  arxl  registration . 

Miscellaneous  tax  . . . 

Depreciation  . . - . 

Finance  expense . 

In^iiranrp  . . 

Total  aoTHial  co«;f . . . 

6819 

7833 

8627 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

Location:  Fairbanks,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  02-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey 


Fuel  . 

Maintenance/oil . 

Tires  . 

License  and  registration 

Miscellaneous  tax  . 

Depreciation . 

Finance  expense . 

Insurance  . 

Total  annual  cost 


Annual  costs 


Category 


Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
OX  4  dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD2dr 

$939 

$1409 

$1761 

840 

697 

913 

117 

173 

162 

77 

77 

77 

0 

0 

0 

3330 

3636 

3958 

767 

852 

962 

998 

1096 

1314 

7068 

7940 

9147 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 
[Location:  Juneau,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  02-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


AiwHial  costs 


Category 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyi 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4W0  2dr 

$1092 

$1638 

$2047 

Maintenance/oil  .  . 

569 

634 

659 

116 

144 

148 

License  and  registration . . . 

39 

39 

39 

MisceltanAoi  is  ta*  . . . 

0 

0 

0 

Depreciation  . 

3379 

3690 

4022 

PinhocA  Avpense  . . - . 

796 

886 

1004 

InsurarKe  . . . . . 

747 

791 

923 

Total  annual  cost . . . . 

6738 

7822 

8842 
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Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Nome,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  26-May-93;  Winter  t993  Survey! 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyt 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taunts 
3.0L6cyf 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolel 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L8cyl 
4WD2dr 

Fu«l  . . 

$1269 

766 

123 

39 

0 

3661 

665 

952 

$1934 

740 

169 

39 

0 

4314 

977 

1077 

$2418 

762 

169 

39 

0 

4856 

1127 

1265 

Maintenarrce/oH . . . . _ _ _ _ _ _ 

,,,  . .  .  . . . . 

License  and  registration . . . 

Miscellaneous  taK  . . . .  . . . T. . 

rtopreciaHnn  . 

Riwnc*  anpense ..  .  .  . . . 

tneurwce  .  .  . . . . . . 

Total  armuai  coal . . .  . . . . . 

7695 

9250 

10636 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Honolulu,  Hi;  Dole  Prepared:  04-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Surve)^ 

Category 

Annueicosts 

Honda  Chric 
VSLcyiDX 

4  dr  sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyt 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
StO  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD2dr 

Fuel . 

$766 

405 

195 

:  60 
0 

3297 

666 

1516 

$1179 

422 

228 

95 

0 

3638 

1010 

1501 

$1473 

665 

226 

102 

0 

4344 

1169 

1697 

Mekitenence/nil  . .  .  . . 

Tires  . .  .  .  .  . . 

License  and  registration . r,.. .  - . . . 

Depredation  ....  _  . . . . . . 

Insurance  . . . . . . . 

Tola#  annua#  coel . . . . . . . . . . 

7165 

8273 

9676 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Hik>,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Annual  costs 

-  ■ 

Category 

t  Honda  Civic 
t.5t4cyi 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyt 
Qi4dr 
sedan 

!  Chevrolet 

S10  Bisazer 

4.3L6cyl 

4WD  2  dr 

Fuel  . . . . . .  . . 

$842 

$1262 

Maintenarv»/oil  .  . 

491 

439 

532 

Tires  . ,  . 

195 

228 

License  and  reotetratlon . 

62 

72 

76 

Miscelianeous  to  _ _ 

Daoradaten _ 

- - - - - - 

0 

3297 

0 

0 

4344 

Finance  expense . . . . .  . 

R.37 

955 

1105 

Inaunnce _  .«  _  . . . . . 

1516 

1503 

1656 

Total  aartual  coal . . . . . . . . . . 

7240 

8297 

9519 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Kailua  Kona,  Hi;  Date  Prepared:  29  Maf-9^  Summer  1902  Suivei^ 

Annuatcosts 

1  Category 

Honda  Civic 
1.SL4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyt 
QL4dr 
sedan 

Chewratel 
)  SIOBteiar 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD2<5- 

.  $003 

81, 366 

81,693 
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Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis— Continued  * 


[Locatfon:  Kailua  Kona,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  29*Mar-93;  SiMTwner  1992  Survey] 


-  1 
Annual  costs 

Category 

Honda  Civic 
1.SL4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyl 
QL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD2dr 

MaintanariAA/hil  .  I 

491 

569 

626 

195 

228 

228 

License  and  registration . . 

62 

72 

76 

Miscellarteoiis  fa*  . ,.,,.,..,4 . x . 

0 

0 

0 

Depradatinn  . . x . 

3,297 

3,838 

4,344 

Finance  a*pan$e  . . , . 

831 

947 

1096 

Insurance  . . 

1,516 

1,503 

1,656 

Total  annual  cost . . 

7,295 

8,532 

9,719 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Hawaii  Composite;  Summer  1992  Survey;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93] 


1 

J 

Location 

1 

Weights 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taunts 
SOL  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD  2  dr 

80.00 

20.00 

$7240 

7295 

$8297 

8532 

$9519 

9,719 

Totai  weight . 

Composite  cost . . ! . . . 

j  100.00 

7251 

8344 

9559 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Kauai,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Sun/ey] 

Annual  costs 


Category 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
SOL  6  cyl 
QL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD  2  dr 

Fuel  . , . ' . 

$834 

$1251 

$1564 

Mairttanaru^/hil  . 

448 

466 

514 

Tires . 

195 

228 

228 

License  and  registration . 

67 

79 

85 

Miscallanamis  ta*  . 

0 

0 

0 

Depredation . 

3297 

3838 

4344 

Finance  avpanse . 

857 

977 

1131 

Insurance  . . 

1165 

1153 

1307 

Total  annual  cost . . . 

6863 

7992 

. 

9173 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 


[Location:  Maui,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

_ _ _ 

Ford  Taunts 
SOL  6  cyl 
QL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L6cyi 
4WD2dr 

$842 

$1263 

$1579 

Maintenance/oil . 

425 

498 

610 

195 

228 

228 

1  icense  aivt  registration  . .  . , . 

67 

79 

85 

Miscellaneous  tax  . 

0 

0 

0 

Depredatinn  ,  . 

3297 

3838 

4344 

Rnance  expense . 

831 

947 

1096 
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nthMTE  Tramsportation  COST  ANALvsis-Contimiecf 

ILocationc  Meuk  HI;  Date  Plnparedt  2944ar43;  Suwwwer  190?  Survey) 


Category 

ArwHjal  costs 

HorxJa  Civic - 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD2dr 

Ineurance  . . . . . —  . 

1326 

1313 

1474 

Total  annaal  cost . .  . . 

6983 

. . .  ■  ' 

8166 

9416 

Private  Transportatiom  Cost  Analysis 

ILocatiorr  Goam;  Date  Prepared  29-Mar-93;  Sunwner  T992  Survey) 


Category 

Annuat  costs 

HorxJa  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan  ‘ 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  5  cyl 
GL4  dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4W0  2dr 

_ ■ 

$724 

$1086 

$1358 

Mair4enaPC#/''4  . .  -  - 

371 

475 

539 

Twee  .  ,  . . . . . . . - . 

89 

135 

137 

Licanse  and  registration  .  .  . . . . 

23 

26 

27 

MisfeHamwws  In*  . . - . . - . 

0 

0 

0 

nwpmrLition  . 

2862 

3557 

3854 

Finance  expense . . . . . — . . . . . . . . . 

848 

1014 

1138 

Irauifanrp  . 

1285 

1467 

1605 

Total  annual  cost . . . . . 

6202 

7760 

8658 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  Mayaguez,  PR;  Dale  Prepared:  294Aar-93;  Sumnter  t99C  Survey] 


Category 

Arxrual  costs 

HorxJa  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD2dr 

PijaI 

$945 

$1161 

Maimenance/oil . . •...  . . . .  . 

385 

371 

Tims  . .  -.1 . . . 

114 

126 

141 

License  arxJ  registration . . . . . . . . . . . 

82 

82 

82 

Mi$cettaneor>s  tax  ,  ,  . . 

0 

Dcprariation  . . . . . . .  . 

3842 

5638 

6194 

Finance  expense  _  . -  . - . . . . . 

1112 

1532 

1721 

Insurance  . .  . . . . . . . . . . 

1154 

1318 

1382 

Total  annual  cost . . . . . .  „  „ 

7243 

10026 

11072 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  San  Juan.  PR;  Date  Prepared:  29-Maf*93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD2dr 

Piic4 

$599 

$899 

$1124 

MaMnnance/oil  ,  . .  . . 

314 

317 

383 

Tires . . . . . . . . . 

114 

126 

141 

1  ioense  arxJ  registralion  . .  . . . 

82 

82 

82 

MttceNaneous  tax  . . . . . 

0 

0 

0 

nApr^>ciar>on  ,  . . . . .  . 

3842 

5638 

6194 

Fiaaix:e  expense . . . . . . 

1040 

1433 

1609 
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Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis— Continued 

[Location:  San  Juan,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD  2  dr 

1 

Insurance  . . . . . j 

Total  annual  cost . . . . . . . 

[  1156 

1341 

1413 

1  7147 

9836 

10946 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Puerto  Rico  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Sutiwner  1992  Survey] 


I 

! 

Location 

i 

! 

Weights 

Arvrucri  costs 

Horrda  Civic  ! 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

;  Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD2dr 

San  Juan,  PR  . . . . . . 

70.00 

30.00 

$7147 

7243 

$9836 

10026 

$10946 

11072 

PR  . 

Total  weight . . . . . 

100.00 

Composite  cost . . . . . . . 

7176 

9893 

10984 

Fuel  . 

Mainterrance/oil . 

Tires . 

License  and  registrar 

Miscellaneous  tax  . . 

Depreciation . 

Finance  expense . 

insurance  . 

Total  annual  cost  .. 


Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 


[Location:  St  Croix,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Sunmer  1992  Survey] 


Category 


Annual  costs 

HondaCivic 

1.5L4cyi 

DX4dr 

sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyt 
4WD2dr 

$630 

$946 

$1182 

319 

449 

516 

114 

126 

141 

39 

48 

48 

0 

0 

0 

3001 

3694 

846 

1004 

1129 

j  1429  j  1608 

2183 

6378 

7875 

92^4 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  St  Thomas,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mai-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Category 

AnrKiai  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

_ 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cy( 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyi 
4WD2dr 

FIMJ  . . . . . . 

$625 

$938 

$1172 

Malnterrance/oH . - . . . - . - . . 

469 

537 

483 

Tires  . . . . .  . . . . . . . 

114 

126 

141 

License  arrd  registratlnn . 

39 

48 

48 

tev  . . 

0 

0 

0 

Depredation  . . . . . . ; . i . . . . 

3001 

3694 

4015 

Finance  expense . . . . . . . . . .  . 

884 

1050 

1181 

Insurance  . . . ......  . . . . — - - 

1181 

1070 

2166 

Total  annual  cost . . . 

6313 

7463' 

9206 

45634  ' 
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Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington,  DC,  DC;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Sunmy] 


Annual  costs 

Category 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

! 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD  2  dr 

Fuel  . 

$615 

1  $922 

$1153 

M^intAnanca/oil  . 

353 

366 

385 

123 

143 

143 

License  and  registration . 

74 

74 

74 

0 

0 

0 

2486 

31% 

3504 

Finnnra  ovpAnse  . 

547 

667 

758 

1115 

1247 

1400 

1 

Total  annual  mat  . 

5313 

6615 

7417 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington,  DC,  MD;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Sun/ey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyi 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taunjs 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD  2Dr 

Fuel . 

$627 

$940 

$1175 

Maintertance/oil . . . 

288 

298 

311 

122 

142 

142 

1  irATiftA  and  regfcetrafinn  . . 

48 

48 

48 

Miscellaneous  tax  . 

0 

0 

0 

naprariation  . 

2452 

3154 

3457 

Firtonce  expense . 

491 

599 

680 

Insurartoe  . : . 

869 

963 

1049 

Total  annual  cost . 

■  4897 

6144 

6862 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington,  DC,  VA;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category 

a 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD  2  dr 

Fuel . 

$620 

$930 

$1,163 

Maintenance/oil . 

262 

350 

338 

121 

141 

141 

License  and  registration . 

71 

71 

71 

Miscellarreous  ^  . 

253 

275 

326 

Depreciation . 

2384 

3,071 

3363 

Firtortoe  expense . 

519 

633 

718 

Insurance  . 

578 

642 

653 

Total  annual  cost . 

4,808 

6,113 

6,773 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Washington,  DC  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Location 

Weights 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taunjs 
3.0L6cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD  2  dr 

Washington  DC,  DC . 

33.34  1 

$5313  1 

1  $6615 1 

$7417 
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Private  Transportation  Cost  ANALYSis—Continued 


(Washington,  DC  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Annual  costs 

1 

Location 

1 

Weights 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD2dr 

Washington  DC,  MD . . . . . . . 

33.33 

33.33 

4897 

4808 

6144 

6113 

6862 

6773 

Washington  DC,  VA  . 

Total  Weight  .  „  . 

100.00 

Composite  Cost . . . 

5006 

1  6291 

7017 

1  . 

Fuel  . . . . 

MaMertanca/oH  . . 

Tires . 

License  and  registration 

Miscellaneous  tax  . 

Depredation . . 

Rnance  expense . . 

Insurarx^e  . . 

Total  annual  cost  .. 


Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(LocsSiort:  Washington,  DC;  Date  Prepared:  02-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category 


1  Anruiai  Costs 

Ford  Taurus 

Chevrolet 

1.5L4Cyl 

SIO  Blazer 

DX4Dr 

GL4Dr 

4.3L6Cyl 

Sedan 

Sedan 

4WD2  0r 

$639 

$959 

$1199 

401 

432 

414 

123 

143 

143 

74 

74 

74 

0 

0 

0 

2505 

3052 

3367 

563 

677 

777 

1206 

1393 

1512 

5511 

6730 

7486 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington  DC,  MD;  Date  Prepared:  02-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD  2  dr 

Firel  . . . . . . . .  . 

$627 

$941 

$1176 

Maintenanca/oil  . . . . . 

433 

380 

344 

Tires  . . . . . . . . .  . . . 

122 

142 

142 

License  and  registrslinn . . . . . 

39 

39 

39 

Misrellarteniis  tax  . 

0 

0 

0 

Depredation . . . . . . . . . . . . 

2,470 

3,010 

3,271 

Finance  expense  . . .  . 

466 

560 

637 

Insuranr^e  . 

975 

966 

1,150 

Total  annual  cost . . . . . 

5,132 

6,038 

6,759 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  Washington,  DC,  VA;  Date  Prepared:  02'Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

HorxJa  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyl 
GL4dr  . 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD  2  dr 

Fuel  . . — . 

$598 

$898 

$1122 

MeMenencn/hil  . . . . , . 

336 

472 

401 

122 

142 

142 

LicenrM  and  ragistratinn . . 

71 

71 

71 

MisceWerreo^iS  tex  . . . 

262 

330 

419 

Depredation . . . 

2400 

2926 

3176 

45636  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Notices 


Private  Transportation  Cost  ANALYSis-^ntinued 

[Location:  Washington,  tX).  VA:  Data  Prepared:  02-Apr-83;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyl 
QL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD  2  dr 

Finarrce  experrse . 

468 

633 

563 

662 

640 

726 

IrmininrA  . . . 

Total  artnual  cost  ....r. . . . . 

4890 

6064 

6697 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Washington,  DC  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  02-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Location 

Weights 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyl 
QL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6c^ 
4WD  2  dr 

Washington,  DC,  DC  . 

33.34 

33.33 

33.33 

$5511 

5132 

4890 

$6730 

6038 

6064 

$7486 

6759 

6697 

Washington,  DC,  MD . 

Washington,  DC,  VA . 

Total  weight  . 

100.00 

Composite  cost . 

5178 

6277 

6981 

Appendix  11.— Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Anchorage,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  02*Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Sunrey] 


Vehicle 

• 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

1  Honda  Chiir  DX  4  Dr  .<5rin  1  .*51  4  oyl . 

$6819 

7833 

$5178 

131.69 

2  Ford  Taiinis  fil  4  Dr  5tedan  3  01  8  cyl  . 

6277 

124.79 

3.  Chevy  S10  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  ^ . 

8627 

6981 

123.58 

Average  Index . . . 

126.69 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 


Private  Transportation 
Public  Transportation  . 


Total  Weights  . 
Total  Indexes: 

Lower . . 

Middle . 

Upper . . 


Category 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

indexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

-Weights 

Subtotal 

126.69 

94.80 

120.10 

94.32 

119.49 

93.55 

118.52 

108.30 

5.20 

5.63 

5.68 

6.15 

6.45 

6.99 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

125.73 

125.64 

■illlllllllllllllll 

■■IIH 

■■IIM 

125.51 

Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Fairbanks,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  02-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Vehicle 


1.  Honda  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1.5L  4  Cyl .... 

2.  Ford  Taurus  QL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  Cyl 

3.  Chevy  S10  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  c^ 


Average  Index 


Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

$7068 

7940 

9147 

$5178 

6277 

6981 

Index 


136.50 

126.49 

131.03 


131.34 
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Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  irKX>me 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Private  Transportation . 

Public  Transportation . 

Total  Weights . 

131.34 

136.23 

94.80 

5.20 

124.51 

7.08 

94.32 

5.68 

123.88 

7.74 

93.55 

6.45 

122.87 

8.79 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lmwar . , . „ . , . 

131.59 

131.62 

131.66 

Middle . 

Upper . 

Transportation  Analysis 

[Location;  Juneau,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  02-Apr-93:  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Vehicle 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

1.  Honda  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1.5L  4  cyl . . .  . . 

$6738 

7822 

8842 

$5178 

6277 

6981 

130.13 

124.61 

126.66 

2.  Ford  Taurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  cyl . 

Chevy  SIO  Bla7er  4WD  2  Dr  4  3L  R  ryl' 

Average  Index . . 

127.13 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Private  Transportation . 

Public  Transportation . 

Total  Weights . 

127.13 

104.15 

94.80 

5.20 

120.52 

5.42 

94.32 

5.68 

119.91 

5.92 

93.55 

6.45 

118.93 

6.72 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

125.94 

125.83 

125.65 

Middle . 

Upper . 

Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Nome,  AR;  Date  Prepared:  264toy-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Vehicle 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

t  Honda  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1.5L  4  Cyl . 

2.  Ford  Taurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3  OL  R  Cyl . 

$7895 

9250 

10638 

$5178 

6277 

6981 

$152.47 

147.36 

152.39 

3.  Chevy  S10  Blaxer  4WD  2  Dr  A  UL  R  Cyl . 

Average  Index . . . 

150.74 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category 

irnlexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Private  Transportation . 

Public  Transportation . . 

Total  Weights . 

150.74 

168.30 

94.80 

5.20 

142.90 

8.75 

94.32 

5.68 

142.18 

9.56 

93.55 

6.45 

141.02 

10.86 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

151.88 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

151.65 

151.74 

Middle  . 

Upper . 

. . 
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TRWWSPORTATION  AtWLVSIS 

tLocation;  Hondlilu,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  04-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey 


NUahidle 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area  . 

Index 

1  Honda  Civir  DX  4  dr  ?fdo  1  .SL  a  oyi . . 

143.13 

131.51 

2.  Pord  Taurus  GL  4  dr  sedan  3.0L  6  cyl ..  _ 

^  Chewy  <iiO  ^wn  9«ir  a  n  r  ^ _ 

9678 

7017. 

1S7.92 

Average  vxlex . . . . . . . 

t37.52 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category 

Irxlex 

Lower  irvxime 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtol 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Private  Transportation _ 

Public  Transpoitiiion  _  i 

137.52 

87.34 

54.66 

520 

136.37 

4.54 

64.32 

5je8 

129.71 

4.96 

63.55 

6.45 

12865 

5.63 

160.60 

166.60 

166.60 

Total  Ind^iBs: 

4  nMMW  .  .  . . .  . . 

134.91 

■■H 

SiliOrSA 

134  j67 

dipper - - - 

. 

. 

MMMMMl 

13428 

Transportation  Analysis 

(Loca^;  Hawaii  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Surrvner  1992  Survey] 


Vehicle 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

1.HorKlaCh/k:DX4Dr<Mn1.5L  4Cyl . . 

$7251 

8344 

6SS9 

$«i006 

5291 

7017 

14465 

13263 

13623 

2.  Pord  TaunjaGL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.6L  6  Cyl . . . . . . . 

3.  GhavySlOBtaMr4WD2Dr4.SL6f^  . 

Average  Index . . . . . . . . . 

137.90 

Transportadon  Summary 


-  Category 

Category  ‘ 
indexes 

Ijowarjnoome 

Upper  irroome 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Private  Transportation _ _  i 

Public  Transpnrtatinn 

137J90 

9597. 

94.60 

520 

t$023 

429 

94.32 

568 

130.07 

545 

93.55 

«45 

129.01 

«.40 

TdM  Weigras  ..  . . ’ 

— 

HI 

■ 

13520 

Total  IndMW 

Jmmat  —  . . . 

H 

JUIvMa  .  .  . . . . 

Upper  -  . — 

HHHi 

Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Kauai  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


VShiCte 

Total  annual 
cost 

Totaloost 
DC  area 

Index 

1.»tew«aCivicDK4QrSdnS  5L44V . .  _  _ 

$6863 

7992 

9173 

$5006 

6291 

7017 

137.10 

127.64 

<30.73 

2.P0«dTaimaGL4OrSedan3.6L«'Oyl . . 

5OlMwS10  BlBnr4Wn2nr4ai  Rf^  . . 

AuAmQa  Ifwlflhir 

131.62 

Transportation  Summary 


Dalagory 

Category 

iowerincome 

Middleincome 

Upper  Income 

jOdOKK 

Weights 

subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Private  TiansporMtaA  ~ 

124.78 

94.32 

124.14 

9355 

123.13 
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Transportation  Summary— Continued 


Category 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Public  Transportation . . . 

Total  WAlghle  . , . 

95.57 

5.20 

4.97 

5.68 

5.43 

6.45 

6.16 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

129.29 

Total  Indexes: 

LmuAr . 

129.75 

129.57 

MktrilA  • 

Upper . . . 

. . . 

Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Maui  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1993  Sunmy] 


Vehicle 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

Hnnda  DX  4  Dr  «5rin  1  fiL  4  Cyl  . 

$6,983 

8,166 

9,416 

$5,006 

6,291 

7,017 

139.49 
129.80 
134.19 

134.49 

Font  Tflimm  ftl  4  Dr  j^Arian  9  OL  6  Cyl  . . 

ChAvy  S10  Rla^Ar  dWD  9  Dr  a  91  fi 

Ax/AragA  IndAV . 

Transportation  Summary 

Category 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Privato  Transportation . 

Public  Transportation . 

Total  Weights . 

134.49 

95.57 

94.80 

5.20 

127.50 

4.97 

94.32 

5.68 

126.85 

5.43 

93.55 

6.45 

125.82 

6.16 

100.00 

100.00 

j 

100.00 

131.98 

Total  Indexes: 

1  nw/Ar . 

132.47 

132.28 

MiddlA 

llppar . 

mmBH 

Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Guam;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Vehicle 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

1.  HondaCivlcDX4DrSdn  1.5L4Cyl . 

$6,202 

$5,006 

123.89 

2.  Ford  Taurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  Cyl . 

7,760 

6,291 

123.35 

3.  Chevy  S10  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  cyl . 

8,658 

7,017 

123.39 

Average  Index . . . 

123.54 

Transportation  Summary 


*  Category 

Category, 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

indexes' 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Wei^its 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Private  Transportation . 

123.54 

94.80 

117.12 

94.32 

116.52 

93.55 

115.57 

Public  Transportation . 

255.93 

5.20 

13.31 

5.68 

14.54 

6.45 

16.51 

Total  Weights 
Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

Middle . 

Upper . 
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Transportation  ANATfSts 

p  ftratinn-  Puerto  Rico;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


vehkjle 

Total  annual 
oost 

Total  cost 
iX^aiea 

Index 

1.  Honda  Civic  OX  aOr'Sdnlj9L4Cy1 . . . . . . . . . 

2  Ford  Twin fi?  <?!t  aOrftAdAeAAl  £Cyl  . .  .  . . .  . . . . 

$7,176 

9393 

10,984 

$5,006 
£311 1 
7,017  i 

143.35 

157.26 

156.53 

3.  Chevy  SIO  Biazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  c^ . . . . . . . . 

Average  index . .  . . . . . . . . . 

152.38 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Categoiy  : 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

indexes 

Ri 

Weights 

■*^iihtntal 

Private  TransportaMeo - - - 

PdMc  Tianspurtatiun _ _ 

T^l 

152.38 

11930 

94.80 

530 

144.46 

5.26 

94.32 

5.58 

143.72 

5.77 

93.55 

5.45 

142.55 

7.59 

imssi 

15034 

Total  Indexes: 

4  WMtur . 

MidcSe _  _  .  _ 

liiWiMijM 

IJpper . - . . 

RHHHr 

RHHHI 

Transportation  Analysis 

[UscMnn:  StODix,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  294dar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Vehide 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
OCarea 

Index 

1  Hanrta  rjwift  fMf  A  Hr  .«50n  1  5*  a  ryl  .  ' 

$6378 

7,875 

9314 

$5306: 
6,291 
7,017 : 

127.41 

125.18 

131.31 

2.  FordTmmjs  Gl  4  Or  Sedan  3. TIL  5  Cyi .  . . 

3.  Chevy  SIO  Blarer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L5Gyl  _ _ _ _ _ 

Average  ladex .  • 

127.97 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights  < 

ipMiiwifaa 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Private  Transportation  _  ^  , 

Public  Transportation _ 

Total  Weights  .  - . . 

94.80 

530 

94.32 

5.68 

120.70 

7.91 

93.55 

6.45 

119.72 

8.98 

100.00 

m 

10030! 

128.70 

Total  Indwes: 
l  ower . . 

128.51  ' 

Uirlrae 

Upper . . . . . . 

HmmB 

NHHHI 

Transportation  Analysis 

JLocation:  St  Thomas,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  29-Mar-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


V^ade 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

1.HcnlaCivicaX4DrSdnliSL4Cyl . . 

$6,313 

7,463 

9306 

35,006 

5391 

7,017 

125.11 

11S33 

131.20 

2  Fnnl  Ta^miS  Ql  4  Dr  5Wvlan3  W  6  Cyi . . .  .  . 

S.ChevySl5eia2er4W0  2Or4.9l5o^ . . . . . 

Average  Index . . . . . . . . . ' 

125.31 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category 

Lower  income 

Upper  income 

indexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Private  Transportation . 

125.31 

wmsm 

118.79 

94.32 

118.19 

93.55 

117.23 

B 
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Transportation  Summary— Continued 


Category 

Category 

indexes 

Lowerincome  j 

Middle  irKome  | 

Upper  income 

Weights 

sublot 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Public  Transportertion  . . . 

137^0 

5^ 

7.14 

5.68 

7.80 

6.45 

8.86 

Tnlal  WNgMs . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

. i 

126.09 

Total  iTKk^: 

1  riMiMr  , . , . 

125.93 

125.99 

MirirflA  . 

Upper . .  . . 

. — 

. . . 

. - . 

Public  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 
[Summary  Protpam;  Oats  Proparad:  24-Feb-93] 


Location 

Public  transpor¬ 
tation  cost 

Total  cost  DC 
€irea 

Index 

AK 

574 

530 

108.30 

Pnirtuinin,  AK  . . . . . . . . . 

722 

530 

136.23 

.hlTMUMI,  AK  . .  . . . . . . 

552 

530 

104.15 

Nome,  AK  . . . . . 

892 

530 

168.30 

Hrmniiilii  HI  ,  . . . . 

329 

377 

87.27 

Hawaii  County,  HI . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

360 

377 

95.49 

360 

377 

95.49 

Mail!  r^minly,  HI  . . . . . ,...r . 

360 

377 

95.49 

(iiiam  .  . . . . . . 

964 

377 

225.70 

449 

377 

119.10 

St.  Croix,  VI . . . . . .  . . . . 

525 

377 

139.26 

St  Thorrias,  VI . . . . . . . 

518 

377 

137.40 

Public  Transportation  Composites 

[Date  Prepared:  24'Sept-92;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Location 

Weights 

Cost 

Ran  .Ilian,  PH  . . .  . . . . . . . . . 

70.00 

M.'iyagiiAV  PB  . .  . . 

30.00 

jnfei  v^eight . . . . . . . . . . . 

100.00 

RH 

Puartn  Him  rv»^  . . . . . . . . . . 

449 

Hilo  H  ,  ,  . 

80.00 

360 

Kailua  Kona,  HI . . . . . - . . 

360 

Xotal  W^^ght . 

. 

mmmm 

360 

Appendix  12 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 


[Locatiori:  Artchorage,  AK;  Oats  Prepared  19-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category^tem 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

_ 

MaOiral  Cara  . . . 

126.46 

NnnprAfirriptirin  pain  ralieuAr  . . . . 

8.6900 

6.9434 

12515 

626 

Tetracycline  . . 

9.3833 

5.2361 

1.7920 

12.0 

21.50 

X/iainn  r^hAck  . . . 

80.6667 

492222 

1.6388 

6.0 

9.83 

DAntal  5tervicA  . 

135.0000 

87.8333 

1.5370 

17.0 

26.13 

rv^ctnr  Visit  . 

55.0000 

48.7778 

1.1276 

17.0 

19.17 

Hoepitel  Honm  . . 

552.0000 

504.3750 

1.0944 

6.0 

6.57 

He£^  Insurance . . . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  Index  Development 


Categories 

Category 

Lower  income  | 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

indexes 

Weights 

Subtotal  1 

1  Weights  1 

Subtotal  1 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Medical  Care . . . . . . . 

126.46 

43.41 

54.90  1 

i  31.56 1 

39.91  1 

1  22.40 1 

1  28.33 

45642 
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Total  Index  Development— Continued 


Categories 


2.  Cash  Contributions  .. 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension 

Total  Weights . 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower - 

Middte _ 

Upper . 


Category 

indexes 


Lower  income 


Middte  income 


Weights  [  Subtotal  Weights  Subtotal 


Upper  income 


Weights 


Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 

(Location:  Fairbanks.  AK;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-93:  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category/item 

Price  DC 

Weights 

- 

area 

! 

Medical  Care . 

116.51 

1 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever . 

Tetracycline . 

Vision  Check . 

6.6433 

5.5833 

73.3333 

6.9434 

5.2361 

49.2222 

0.9568 

1.0663 

1.4898 

5.0 

12.0 

6.0 

4.78 

12.80 

8.94 

■ 

Dental  Service . . . . . 

146.6667 

87.8333 

1.6698 

17.0 

28.39 

Doctor  Visit . . . 

52.3333 

48.7778 

1.0729 

17.0 

18J24 

Hospital  Room  . . . . 

Health  Insurance . 

535.0000 

1.0000 

504.3750 

1.0000 

1.0607 

1.0000 

6.0 

37.0 

6.36 

37.00 

Total  Index  Development 

Categories 

Category 

Lower  income 

Middte  income 

Upper  income 

indexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Medical  Care . 

116.51 

43.41 

50.58 

31.56 

36.77 

22.40 

26.10 

2.  Cash  Cor4ributions  . 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . 

100.00 

100.00 

12.38 

44.21 

12.38 

44.21 

14.90 

53.54 

14.90 

53.54 

16.85 

60.75 

16.85 

60.75 

Total  Weights  . 
Total  iTKtexes: 

Lower . 

Middte _ 

Upper . 


Category/item 


Medical  Care . 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever 

Tetracycline . 

Vision  Check . . 

Dental  Service . . 

Doctor  Visit . 

Hospital  Room . 

Health  Insurance . 


Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 

(Location:  Juneau,  Ak;  Date  Prepared:  l9-Apr-93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Price  DC 
area 


9.5878 

8.6500 

116.6667 

173.0000 

48.6667 

585.0000 

1.0000 


6.9434 

5.2361 

49.2222 

87.8333 

48.7778 

504.3750 

1.0000 


Total  Index  Development 


Categories 


Category 

indexes 


Lower  irrcome 


Middte  income 


1.  Medical  C^ _ _ 

2.  Cash  Contributions  ... 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension 


Upper  income 


Weights  |  Subtotal  |  Weights  |  Subtotal  Weights  Subtotal 


42.71  22.40  30.32 

1490  16.85  16.85 

53.54  60.75  60.75 


Total  Weights 
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Total  Index  Development— Continued 


Categories 

Category 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

indexes 

Wei^ 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

▼Yof^nfS 

Subtotal 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . . . 

MMrtia  . 

- ...... 

— 

115.34 

■■ 

111.15 

Upper . -  . —  . 

— 

— 

10722 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  DEvaoPMENT 

[Location:  Nome,  AK;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr*93;  Winter  1993  Survey] 


Category/item 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

kxiex 

MEDICAL  CARE 

138.45 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever _ 

122600 

62434 

1.7369 

5.0 

8.68 

Tetracycline  ,, . . ........... 

62000 

52361 

12414 

122 

1420 

Wsion  Check . . — . . . 

90.0000 

492222 

1.8284 

62 

10.97 

Dental  Service .  . . . 

115.0000 

87.6333 

12093 

17.0 

22.26 

Doctor  Visit . . . .  . . 

97.0000 

48.7778 

1.9686 

17.0 

33.81 

Hospital  Room . . . . 

910.0000 

504.3750 

1.8942 

6.0 

10.83 

Health  Insurance  . . . . . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  Index  development 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middtoincome 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1 ,  MaHItaI  r^rA  . 

136.45 

43.41 

60.10 

31.56 

43.69 

22.40 

31.01 

?.  Cash  ContfitMitk)"?  . . - . 

100.00 

12.38 

1228 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

a  Personal  Ins/Pension 

10020 

4421 

4421 

5324 

5324 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Weights - - - - 

Total  Indexes: 

lower . . 

100.00 

100.00 

116.69 

MirlHiA  . . 

112.13 

mSmmI 

..............  1 

- - - 

......... - 

108.61 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis  Category  Index  Development 


[LocaAon:  Honolulu,  M;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-e3;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Category/item 

Price 

Price  DC 

area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

index 

119.81 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever  — , - 

T{ktracyc4ni;k  , . , . . .  . . . 

112567 

4.7800 

6.7810 

42589 

1.6800 

1.0485 

5.0 

12.0 

820 

12.58 

Vision  Check  ......................... _  ............... 

792067 

150.8000' 

47.3333 

1.6882 

6.0 

10.13 

Dental  Service  ,  , .  . - . 

66.7222 

1.7389 

17.0 

2926 

rwv!*fw  vist ..  . . . . 

432033 

48.7778 

02001 

17.0 

1520 

Hospital  Room  ...........  . . . 

500.0000 

4322417 

1.1560 

6.0 

624 

Heahh  Insurance  — . . . . . . ..... 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

TOTAL  Index  Development 


Category 

Lower  income 

Categories 

Indexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Merficai  Care . . — . 

119.81 

43.41 

52.01 

2.  Cash  Contributions . — - - 

100.00 

1226 

1226 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension - - - - 

100.00 

44.21 

4421 

Total  Weights  - - 

Total  IndexeK 

100.00 

106.60 

. . . 

Mkkfle  Income 


Weights  Subtotal 


31.56 

14.90 

53.54 


37.81 

14.90 

53.54 


IOOjGO 


Upper  income 


Weights 

Subtotal 

22.40 

26.64 

16.85 

16.85 

60.75 

60.75 

100.00 

.................. 

10625 


104.44 
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Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 

[Location:  Hilo,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category/item 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

MedIcrM  Cam  ,  . 

124.07 

Nonprescripflon  pain  reliever  ....... - ... 

10.5967 

6.7810 

1.5627 

5.0 

7.81 

Tetracycflne . . 

5.7833 

4.5589 

1.2686 

12.0 

15.22 

Vision  Check _ _ _ _ 

62.3300 

47.3333 

1.3168 

6.0 

7.90 

Dental  Service _ _ _ _ 

126.2567 

86.7222 

1.4559 

17.0 

24.75 

Doctor  Visit . . . 

48.5333 

48.7778 

0.9950 

17.0 

16.92 

Hospital  Room - - - 

1043.0000 

432.5417 

2.4113 

6.0 

14.47 

Health  Insurance . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

,  Total  Index  Development 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  irxxime 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Medcal  Care . . 

124.07 

43.41 

53.86 

31.56 

39.16 

22.40 

27.79 

2.  Cash  Contributions . . . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension  . . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Waights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indies: 

LoMiar . 

110.45 

MkMIa  . 

107.60 

Uppar  . 

liiljliiijljil 

■■IIIIM 

■IIIIIIIM 

105.39 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 
[Location:  Kailua  Kona,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Category/item 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

Macfical  Cara  . 

127.1 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever _ 

10.8900 

6.7810 

1.6060 

8.03 

Tetracycline . 

5.5633 

4.5589 

1.2203 

12.0 

14.64 

Vision  Check _ _ 

106.0800 

47.3333 

2.2411 

6.0 

13.45 

Dental  Service _ _ _ 

157.3867 

86.7222 

1.8148 

17.0 

30.85 

Doctor  Visit . . . . . 

46.4533 

48.7778 

0.9523 

17.0 

16.19 

Hospitai  Room . . 

500.0000 

432.5417 

1.1560 

6.0 

6.94 

Health  Insurance . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  Index  Development 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Medical  Care . 

127.10 

43.41 

55.17 

31.56 

40.11 

22.40 

28.47 

2.  Cash  Contributions . . . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . . . . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

LoMrar . , . 

111.76 

Mkkfle _ 

108.55 

Upper . . 

106.07 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

[Hawaii  County  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Location 

Total  Indexes 

Weights 

Lower  in¬ 
come 

Middle  in¬ 
come 

Upper  in¬ 
come 

HUo,  HI  . .  . .  .  .  . 

80.00 

110.45 

107.60 

105.39 

KaBua  Kona,  HI . . 

20.00 

111.76 

108.55 

106.07 
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Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis— Continued 

[Hawaii  County  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  19*Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Location 

Weights 

Total  Indexes 

Lower  irt- 
come 

Mid(«e  in¬ 
come 

Upper  in¬ 
come 

Tnt^l  \A/oight  . 

100.00 

CompositA  Indexes . 

110.71 

107.79 

'  105.53 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 

[Location:  Kauai  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category/item 

- 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

MEDICAL  CARE  . 

117.05 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever  . 

11.4633 

6.7810 

1.6905 

5.0 

8.45 

Tetracycline . 

5.8467 

4.5589 

1.2825 

12.0 

15.39 

Vision  Check  . 

69.0933 

47.3333 

1.3330 

6.0 

8.00 

Dental  Service . 

137.8000 

86.7222 

1.5890 

17.0 

27.01 

Doctor  Visit . 

41.7100 

48.7778 

0.8551 

17.0 

14.54 

Hospital  Room . . . 

480.0000 

432.5417 

1.1097 

6.0 

6.66 

Health  Insurance . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  Index  Development 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Medical  Care . 

117.85 

43.41 

50.81 

31.56 

36.94 

22.40 

26.22 

2.  Cash  Contributions . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

107.40 

Middle . 

105.38 

Upper . 

103.82 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 

[Location:  Maui  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Category/Item 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

MEDICAL  CARE  . 

117.25 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever . 

10.7367 

6.7810 

1.5834 

5.0 

7.92 

Tetracycline . 

5.1267 

4.5589 

1.1245 

12.0 

13.49 

Vision  Check  . 

57.5467 

47.3333 

1.2158 

6.0 

7.29 

Dental  Service . 

129.7767 

86.7222 

1.4965 

17.0 

25.44 

Doctor  Visit . 

55.8133 

48.7778 

1.1442 

17.0 

19.45 

Hospital  Room . 

480.0000 

432.5417 

1.1097 

6.0 

6.66 

Health  Insurance . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

- 

Total  Index  Development 

Categories 

Category 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

indexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Medical  Care . 

117.25 

43.41 

50.90 

31.56 

37.00 

22.40 

26.26 

2.  Cash  Contributions . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

107.49 

45646  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58.  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Notices 


Total  Index  Development— Continued 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  Income 

Middle  income 

1 - 

1  Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

||||■|■■||| 

105.44 

mmm 

BmmI 

imiiiiiiiiiiiii 

103.86 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 

[Location:  Guam;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category/Kem 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

MEDICAL  CARE  . . . . . . . 

i 

, 

102.71 

Nonprescription  pain  ralievar  . . . 

13.9950 

l  6.7810 

2.0639 

5.0 

10.32 

Tetracycline . — _ _ 

3.6667 

;  4.5589 

j  *0.8043 

12.0 

9.65 

Vision  Check  . . . 

20.6667 

47.3333 

0.4366 

6.0 

2.62 

Dental  Service . . . . . 

140.3333 

86.7222 

1.6182 

17.0 

27.51 

rVyrior  Visit  .  .  .  . 

35.6667 

>  48.7778 

0.7312 

17.0 

12.43 

Moepital  Room  .  . .  . 

229.0000 

432.5417 

0.5294 

6.0 

3.18 

Health  Insurance . . . . . - . 

1  0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  Index  Development 

Categories 

Category 

Lower  kKome 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

indexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  iMledical  Care . — . . . . 

102.71 

43.41 

44.59 

31.56 

32.42 

22.40 

23.01 

2.  Cash  Contrtoutiorts . . . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3  Parsnnal  lns/Pansir>n  . 

100.00 

44.21 

44J21 

5354 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Weights . . . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

l  owar  . . . 

101.18 

Middle . 

100.86 

Upper . 

100.61 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 

[Location:  Mayaguez,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category/item 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

MEDICAL  CARE  . . . 

69.83 

Klmpraarriptinn  pain  retiawar  . 

6.5500 

6.7810 

09659 

50 

483 

TetrKydine . . . . . 

2.0000 

4.5589 

0.4387 

12.0 

5.26 

Vision  Check  . . . . . . 

25.0000 

47.3333 

0.5282 

6.0 

3.17 

Dental  Service . . . . . 

50.0000 

86.7222 

0.5766 

17.0 

9.80 

Doctor  Visit . . . . .■ 

20.0000 

48.7778 

0.4100 

17.0 

6.97 

Hospital  Rocvnti . . . . . 

201.5000 

432.5417 

0.4659 

6.0 

2.80 

Health  InsurarKa . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  Index  Development 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  income  " 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Wei^ts 

Subtotal 

1.  Medical  Care . . . . . . 

69.83 

43.41 

30.31 

31.56 

22.04 

22.40 

15.64 

2.  Cash  Contributions  .  .  . 

10050 

12.38 

1258 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . . . 

100.00 

4451 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Weights  . . . . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lnwar . , . 

86  90 

Middle  . . . . . . 

90  48 

Upper  . . . . . . 

.  .  . . 

93.24 
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Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Catetory  Index  Development 


[Location:  San  Juan,  PR;  Date  Prepared  19*Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Category/item 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weight 

Subtot 

Index 

Medical  Care . 

81  3 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever . 

6.9650 

6.7810 

1.0271 

5.0 

5.14 

81.3 

Tetracycline . 

3.1333 

4.5589 

0.6873 

12.0 

8.25 

Vision  Check  . 

28.3333 

47.3333 

0.5986 

6.0 

3.59 

Dental  Senrice . 

81.6667 

86.7222 

0.9417 

17.0 

16.01 

Doctor  Visit . 

25.0000 

48.7778 

0.5125 

17.0 

8.71 

Hospital  Room . 

187.5000 

423.5417 

0.4335 

6.0 

2.60 

Health  Insurance . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  Index  Development 


Categories 

Category 

indexes 

Lower  Income 

Middle  Income 

Upper  Income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weight 

Subtotal 

1 .  Medical  Care . 

81.30 

43.41 

35.29 

31.56 

25.66 

22.40 

18.21 

2.  Cash  Contributions . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

miHui 

Lower . 

■HHIIIIIIIIH 

91.88 

’  Middle . 

pmmmm 

94.10 

Upper . 

hmmmmI 

HmmmmI 

HHHIHMi 

95.81 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

[Puerto  Rkx)  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  19-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Sunrey] 


Location 

Weights 

Total  indexes 

Lower  in¬ 
come 

Middle  in¬ 
come 

Upper  in¬ 
come 

San  Juan,  PR  . 

Mayaguez,  PR . 

70.00 

30.00 

100.00 

91.88 

86.90 

94.10 

90.48 

95.81 

93.24 

Total  Weight  . 

Composite  Indexes . 

90.39 

93.01 

95.04 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 

[Location:  St.  Croix,  VI;  date  prepared:  19-Apr-93;  summer  1992  sunrey] 


Category/item 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

— 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

Medical  Cara  . 

■mhhhi 

■MIMMi 

mmhhhi 

mwmmmw 

■mmmmi 

92.66 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever . 

8.8433 

6.7810 

1.3041 

MMMMRoI 

6.52 

Tetracycline . 

5.2833 

4.5589 

1.1589 

12.0 

13.91 

Vision  Check  . ; . 

41.6667 

47.3333 

0.8803 

6.0 

5.28 

Dental  Service . 

53.3330 

86.7222 

0.6150 

17.0 

10.46 

Doctor  Visit . 

45.0000 

48.7778 

17.0 

15.68 

Hospital  Room . . . 

275.0000 

432.5417 

0.6358 

6.0 

3.81 

Health  Insurance . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  Index  Development 


Categories 

Category 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

indexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1 .  Medical  Care  . . 

92.66 

43.41 

40.22 

31.56 

29.24 

22.40 

20.76 

2.  Cash  Contributions . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  InsTPenslon . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Weights 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 
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Total  Index  Development— Continued 


i 

Categories  I 

i 

1  Categoiy 

Lower  IrKxxne 

Middle  Income  j 

Upper  income 

I  indexes 

i _ 

Weights  j 

SubtiXal 

Weights 

Subtotal  1 

Weights  j 

1  Subtotal 

Total  Indexes; 

Lower _ _ _ 

i 

i 

96.81 

97.68  1 

m 

Middle . . . . . . 

Upper . . . . . . 

. . . 

. —  1 

1 . .  1 

j  98.36 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 
Category  Index  Development 


[Location  St  Thomas,  VI;  Date  Prepared;  19-Apr-93;  Summer  1992  Survey] 


Category^tem 

Price 

Price/DC 

area 

Ratio 

Weights 

— 

Subtotal 

Index 

Medical  Care . 

. 

— 

114.61 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever  . - . 

9.1400 

6.7810 

1.3479 

5.0 

6.74 

Tetr^ydfaie . . . .  . . . . 

10.9750 

4.5589 

2.4074 

12.0 

28.89 

Vision  Check  . .  . . 

40.0000 

47.3333 

0.8451 

6.0 

6.07 

Dental  Service . . . . 

82.0000 

86.7222 

0.9455 

17.0 

16.07 

Doctor  Visit . . . . . . . . . 

46.6667 

48.7778 

0.9567 

17.0 

16.26 

Hoepkal  Room . . . .  . 

330.0000 

432.5417 

0.7629 

6.0 

4.58 

Hefi^  Insurance . . . . . . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  Index  Development 

Categories 

Category/ 

Lower  Income 

Middle  Income 

Upper  Income 

Weights 

Weights 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Medical  Care . 

114.61 

43.41 

49.75 

31.56 

36.17 

22.40 

25.67 

2.  Cash  Corriributions . . . . . . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14,90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . . . . . . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Weights . . . . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes; 

Lower . 

106.34 

Middle . 

104.61 

Upper . . . . . . 

103.27 

Appendix  13 

Component  Expendtture  Amounts 


1 

Incomes 

• 

Indexes 

! 

1 

Anxxjnts 

CG&S  1 

Own  ! 

Rent  1 

TRN  ! 

Misc.  1 

CG&S  1 

Own 

Rent  i 

TRN  : 

Misc. 

Reference  Wts/Amts . 

18000  . 

39.59  1 

24.35  j 

24.35 

20.76 

15.30 

7126  1 

4383  1 

4383  ' 

3737  \ 

2754 

1  28400  . . 

39.15  i 

23.48 

23.48 

20.33  1 

17.04 

11119 

6668  1 

6668  : 

5774  ' 

4839 

Location: 

Anchorage,  AK _ _ 

! 

!  45200  . . 

38.74 

22.66 

19.94  I 

18.66 

17510 

10242  ! 

10242 

:  9013  [ 

8434 

1 

Lower . . 

1  Mkldie . . 

109.35 

108.94 

85.54 

91.65 

22.66  1 

99.57 

92.06 

125.73 

I  125.64 

111.49 

108.35 

7792 

12113 

t 

3749  ■ 

1  6111  j 

i 

4364  1 
6139; 

1  1 

1  4699 

'  7254 

3070 

5243 

i 

Fairbanks,  AK  . . . 

'  Upper . 

108.53 

7325 

83.36 

125.51 

105.93 

19004 

7502  i 

8538 

:  11312  ! 

1  8934 

:  Lower . . . 

Mkldie . . 

106.30 

106.05 

88.74 

97.45 

9538 

9ai3 

13139 
131.62  1 

1  107.17 
10531  I 

7575 

11792 

3889 

6498 

4181 

6210 

^  4918 1 

7600 

2951 
!  5091 

Juneau,  AK  . 

Upper . 

105.78 

70.79 

76.62 

131.66 

1  103.70 

18522 

7250 

7847 

1  11867  1 

;  8746 

Lower  . . . 

110.85 

102.81 

130.25 

125.94 

115.34 

7899 

4506 

1  5709 

i  4706  { 

3176 

MkkJte . 

110.19 

105.04 

120.99 

125.83 

111.15 

12252 

7004  i 

8068 

7265 

;  5379 

Nome,  AK . . 

Upper  . 

109.57 

76.00 

101.41 

125.65 

107.92 

1  19186 

7784 

10386 

11325  1 

9102 

Lower . 

Middle  . 

131.98 

130.34 

88.60 

1  90.15 

138.44 

129.54 

151.65 

151.74 

116.69 

112.13 

9405 

14493 

3883 

6011 

6068 

8638 

f  5667  1 
f  8761 

1  3214 

i  5426 

Honolulu,  Hi  (City  and 

i  Upper  . . 

128.73 

67.09 

97.18 

151.88 

108.61 

22541 

6871 

I  9953 

1  13689 

i  9160 

Lower  . . . 

114.14 

156.37 

122.69 

134.91 

108.60 

8134 

6810 

\  5378 

1  5042 

1  2991 

County). 

Middle . 

113.06 

184.74 

117.29 

134.67 

106.25 

1  12571 

! 

1  12318 

1 

t 

S  .7776 

5141 

Hawai  County.  HI _ 

Upper . . 

112.02 

139.36 

106.70 

134.28 

104.44 

19615 

14273 

10928 

!  12103 

■  8808 

Lower . 

Midde  . . 

111.19 

109.88 

1  111.01 
!  110.16 

105.75 

9630 

135.72 

135.52 

110.71 

107.79 

7923 

12218 

4866 

7345 

4635 

6435 

1  5072  ’ 
1  7825  1 

3049 

5216 

Kauai  County,  HI . . . 

Upper  - 

108.62 

89.80 

75.86 

13530 

10533 

19019 

9197 

7770 

!  12186 

8900 

Lower _ 

1  117.66 

1  129.75 

133.19 

!  129.75 

107.40 

I  8384 

!  5687 

5838 

i  4849 

1  2958 
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Appendix  1^— Contimferf 
CoMPOWEivr  Expendituhe  Amounts 


Incomes 

Irxlexes 

Amounts 

CG&S 

Own 

Rent 

TRN 

Misc. 

CG&S 

Own 

Rent 

TRN 

Misc. 

Middle  ...._ . 

116,27 

129.44 

112.90 

129.57 

105.38 

12928 

8631 

7520 

7481 

5099 

_____ 

114,21 

108.23 

105.96 

129.29 

103.82 

20121 

11085 

10852 

11653 

8756 

Maui  County,  HI _ 

1; 

120,80 

157.03 

113.97 

132.47 

107.49 

8608 

6883 

4995 

4950 

2960 

Mcfcte  _  .. 

119.12 

160.46 

110.00 

13256 

105.44 

13245 

10699 

7335 

7638 

5102 

Upper - 

117.51 

136.16 

89.06 

131.98 

103.86 

20576 

13946 

9122 

11895 

8760 

Guam 

1  rtufor 

116^1 

13255 

134.66 

130.43 

T01.18 

8331 

5801 

5902 

4874 

2786 

Middle  ...._ . 

116.60 

126.33 

139.30 

100.86 

12965 

6424 

9289 

7567 

4881 

Upper 

116.27 

152.39 

127.23 

132.08 

100.61 

20359 

15608 

13031 

11904 

8485 

Puerto  Rco  . . . 

1  ntMAT . 

54.97 

97  39 

150  66 

90  39 

Middle _ 

9543 

59.50 

111.68 

150^48 

93.01 

10611 

3967 

7447 

8689 

2489 

4501 

Upper - 

9503 

64.69 

126.80 

150.24 

95.04 

16640 

6626 

12987 

13541 

8016 

Si.  Crow,  \A . . . 

Lower . . . 

105.61 

109.21 

12450 

128  56 

7526 

4787 

Middle  _ 

105.01 

119.44 

145.78 

128.61 

97  68 

11676 

7964 

9721 

7426 

4727 

Upper . . . 

104.40 

99.02 

119.73 

128.70 

98.36 

18280 

10142 

12263 

11600 

8296 

St.  Thomas,  VI _ 

110.41 

128J6 

i.'V)  08 

125  93 

106  34 

7868 

i^‘^9 

110L06 

138Ji7 

139.20 

12596 

104.61 

12238 

9220 

9282 

7275 

5062 

Upper  - 

102.71 

10950 

12452 

12656 

163.27 

19210 

11215 

12794 

11364 

8710 

Component  Expenditure  Amounts 


[Incofpofadng  Military  Prica^ 


IrKonwB 

Indexes 

Amounts 

C6&S 

Own 

Rent 

Tm 

Misc. 

CG&S 

Own 

Rent 

Tm 

Misc. 

Reference  VtAsTAmts . 

18000  . . . 

30.59 

24.35 

24.35 

20.76 

15.30 

7126 

4383 

4363 

3737 

2754 

20400  . 

39.15 

23.48 

23.46 

29.33 

17.04 

11119 

6668 

6668 

5774 

4839 

Location; 

43200 . . . 

38.74 

22.66 

22.66 

19.94 

18.66 

17510 

10242 

10242 

9013 

8434 

Anchorage.  AK  (MiL> _ 

Lower _ 

Middle . . 

99.48 

9980 

85.54 

91.65 

99.57 

92.06 

125.73 

125.64 

111.49 

108.35 

7089 

11097 

3749 

6111 

4364 

6139 

4699 

7254 

3070 

5243 

Fairbanks,  AK  ^IL) _ 

Upper  . . — 

10910 

73.25 

83.36 

125.51 

105.93 

17528 

7502 

8538 

11312 

8934 

Lower  . . 

100.01 

100.14 

88,74 

97.45 

95.38 

93.13 

131.59 

131.62 

107.17 

105.21 

7127 

11135 

3889 

6498 

4181 

6210 

4918 

7600 

2951 

5091 

Honolulu,  HI  (City  and 

Upper _ 

10923 

70.79 

76.62 

131.66 

103.70 

17550 

7250 

7847 

11867 

8746 

Lower . 

102.17 

155.37 

122.69 

134.91 

108.60 

7281 

6810 

5378 

5042 

2991 

County}  (Mft.). 

MidcKa  . . . 

101.98 

184.74 

11759 

134.67 

10655 

11339 

12318 

7821 

7776 

5141 

Guam  (MIL)- . . . 

Upper  - . - 

101.81 

13936 

106.70 

134.28 

104.44 

17827 

14273 

10928 

12103 

8808 

Lower . 

t05.t3 

t32.35 

134.66 

130.43 

101.18 

'  7492 

5801 

5902 

4874 

2786 

Middle . 

105.53 

126.33 

139.30 

131.06 

100.86 

11734 

8424 

9289 

7567 

4881 

Puerto  Rice  (MIL) . . 

Upper  . 

105.93 

152.39 

127.23 

132.08 

100.61 

18548 

-  15608 

13031 

11904 

8485 

Lower . 

Middle . 

90.73 

90.85 

54.97 

5950 

97.39 

111.68 

150.66 

150.49 

90.39 

93.01 

0^00 

10102 

2409 

3967 

4269 

7447 

5630 

8689 

2489 

4501 

Upper  . 

90.96 

64.69 

126.80 

159.24 

95.04 

15927 

6626 

12987 

13541 

8016 

Total  Comparative  Cost  Indexes 


Anchorage,  AK 


Location 


Fairbanks^  AK . . . . 


Juneau,  AK 


Lower 

Middle 

Upper 


Incomes 


Incame 

wghts. 


Own 


Rent 


Total 


WDC 


Index 


18000 

28400 

45200 


37.10 

46.91 

62.86 


62.90 

53.09 

37.14 


Lower. 
Middle 
Upper . 


Lower . 

Middle _ 

Upper . 


Lowter 


29.0 

35.2 

35.8 


19310 

30721 

46752 


19925 

30740 

47788 


19697 

30736 

47137 


100.0 


33406 


35.1 
39.8 

25.1 


19333 

30981 

46385 


19625 

30693 

46982 


19517 

30828 

48607 


100.0 


30818 


22.3 


20287 


21490 


21044 


18000 

28400 

45200 


31,396 


106.40 


18000 

24800 

45200 


28966 


106.39 


18000 
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'  Total  Comparative  Cost  Indexes— Continued 


Nome,  AK 


Honolulu,  HI  (City  and  county) 


Hawaii  County.  HI 


Maui  County,  Hi 


Puerto  Rkx) 


St.  Croix.  VI 


St.  Thomas,  VI 


Income 

wghts. 

Own 

Rent 

Total 

WDC 

32.2 
<  45.5 

31900 

47397 

32964 

49999 

32465 

48363 

28400 

45200 

100.0 

BIBH 

— 

37152 

33725 

23543 

36086 

53406 

18000 

28400 

45200 

35563 

24862 

38.6 

32.7 

28.7 

22977 

37806 

54799 

21545 

33309 

51454 

22076 

35419 

53557 

18000 

28400 

45200 

100.0 

bb 

35474 

29207 

20765 

32121 

48772 

18000 

28400 

45200 

32325 

28979 

Kauai  County,  HI . 

Lower . 

23.4 

21878 

22029 

21973 

18000 

Middle . 

44.5 

34139 

,  33036 

33553 

28400 

Upper . . 

32.1 

51615 

51382 

51528 

45200 

100.0 

■n 

36613 

31359 

21.0 

41.9 

37.1 

23401 

36684 

55177 

21513 

33320 

50353 

22213 

34898 

53385 

18000 

28400 

45200 

100.0 

39093 

32449 

50.6 

31.6 
17.8 

21792 

33837 

56356 

21693 

34702 

53779 

21856 

34296 

55399 

18000 

28400 

45200 

100.0 

31758 

26128 

42.1 

38.0 

19.9 

17356 

27768 

44823 

19216 

31248 

51184 

18526 

29616 

47185 

18000 

28400 

45200 

100.0 

Bmp 

28443 

27365 

Total  Comparative  Cost  Indexes 

[Incorporating  Military  Prices] 


55.0 

35.9 

9.1 

19783 

31793 

48318 

20457 

33550 

50439 

20207 

32726 

49106 

18000 

28400 

45200 

100.0 

mmm 

27331 

24209 

44.8 
35.3 

19.9 

21142 

33795 

50499 

21204 

33857 

52078 

21181 

33828 

51085 

18000 

28400 

45200 

100.0 

mmm 

— 

31596 

27084 

incomes 

Income 

Wghts. 

Own 

Rent 

Total 

WDC 

Lower . . . 

18000 

37.10 

62.90 

Middle . 

28400 

46.91 

53.09 

Upper . 

45200 

62.86 

37.14 

Lower . 

29.0 

18607 

19222 

18994 

18000 

Middle . 

35.2 

29705 

29733 

29720 

28400 

Upper . 

35.8 

45276 

46312 

45661 

45200 
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Total  Comparative  Cost  Indexes— Continued 


[Incorporating  Military  Prices] 


Incomes 

Income 

Wghts. 

Own 

Rent 

Total 

WDC 

Index 

Fairtranks,  AK  (MIL)  . . 

Honolulu,  HI  (City  and  County)  (MIL)  . 

(Mii )  . 

Lower . 

Middle . . . . 

Upper . . . 

Lower . . 

Middle . . . 

Upper . . . . 

l.nwtfAr . 

100.0 

32316 

31398 

102.92 

35.1 
39.8 

25.1 

16885 
30324 
i  45413 

19177 

30036 

46010 

19069 

30171 

45635 

H 

100.0 

WMi 

■H 

28966 

104.11 

38.6 

32.7 

28.7 

22124 

36574 

53011 

20692 

32077 

49666 

H 

18000  I 

28400 

45200 

100.0 

29207 

117.19 

50.6 

31.6 
17.8 

20953 

32606 

54545 

21054 

33471 

51968 

21017 

33065 

53588 

18000 

28400 

45200 

Puerto  Rico  (MIL) . .  ..i..  . . 

Middle . . . 

Upper . . 

InwfAr . 

100.0 

mm 

iBBI 

30622 

26128 

117.20 

42.1 

38.0 

19.9 

16993 

27259 

44110 

18853 

30739 

50471 

16163 

29107 

46472 

16000 

28400 

45200 

Middle . . 

Upper . . . . 

100.0 

. . 

27955 

27365 

102.16 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Health  Resources  and  Services 
Administration 

Health  Education  Assistance  Loan 
Program:  List  of  Defaulted  Borrowers 

AGENCY:  Health  Resources  and  Services 
Administration,  HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Health  Resources  and 
Services  Administration  (HRSA)  is 
publishing  this  notice  of  Health 
Education  Assistance  Loan  (HEAL) 
borrowers  who  are  in  default,  as 
required  by  section  709(c)(1)  of  the  PHS 
Act  (the  Act),  as  amended  by  the  Health 
Professions  Education  Extension 
Amendments  of  1992.  The  Public 
Health  Service  previously  amended  its 
routine  uses  of  the  Privacy  Act  system 
of  records:  09-15-0044,  "Health 
Education  Assistance  Loan  Program 
Control  Master  File,  HHS/HRSA/BHPr” 
to  publish  the  following  list  of  HEAL 
borrowers  in  default.  This  is  the  first 
annual  publication  of  HEAL  borrowers 
in  default 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Director,  Division  of  Student  Assistance, 
Bureau  of  Health  Professions,  Health 
Resoiut:es  and  Services  Administration, 
Parklawn  Building,  room  8-48,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  RockviUe,  Maryland 
20857.  (Written  requests  only.)  AH 
media  inquiries  should  be  directed  to 
the  HRSA  Office  of  Coamuaiications  at 
301  443-3376. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
709(c)(1)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 

292h(c)(l))  requires  the  Agency  to 
compile  and  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  list  of  HEAL  borrowexs  who 
are  in  default.  All  borrowers  who  have 
defaulted  on  HEAL  loans  and  for  whom 
claims  have  been  paid  by  the 
Department  of  He^th  and  Human 
Services  (Department),  from  the 
beginning  of  the  HEAL  program  through 
March  31, 1993,  are  subject  to  inclusion 
in  this  notice.  However,  to  most 
accurately  identify  those  HEAL 
borrowers  who  are  in  an  unsatisfactory 
status  with  the  Department,  borrowers 
in  the  following  categories  have  been 
excluded  fixtm  this  listing:  (1)  Those 
who  have  paid  their  loans  in  full 
subsequent  to  their  default;  (2)  those 
who  received  HEAL  loan  cancellation 
due  to  death  or  permanent  and  total 
disability;  (3)  those  whose  loans  have 
been  repurchased  from  the  Department 
by  a  HEAL  school,  lender,  or  holder;  (4) 
those  who  have  been  approved  by  the 
Department  for  deferment  or 
forbearance;  and  (5)  those  who  have 
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made  12  BODthly  payments  or  the 
equhnleRt  during  the  12-moMth  period 
encTing  March  31, 1993.  Borrower*  who 
fall  into  any  of  the  above  five  crtegfirier 
are  viewed  by  the  Departmeal,  at  tiw 
present  time,  as  having  mad* 
satisfactory  arrangements  to  resolve  the 
default,  and  have  therefore  been 
excluded  from  publication  in  Hiis 
listing. 

The  list  that  follows  preseel*  the 
defaulter’s  name,  latest  available  City 
and  State  of  residence  (based  od  the 
most  recent  information  available  from 
a  national  credit  bureau),  the  total 
amount  of  the  HEAL  debt,  the  school 
last  attended  for  which  a  HEAL  loeo 
was  received,  and  the  estimated  school 
separation  date.  This  inforesetion  is 
listed  by  State  of  residence  for  practice 
discipline. 

Section  709(c)(2)  of  tiie  Ad  directs 
that  the  information  included  in  this 
notice  be  made  available  to  relevant 
Federal  agencies  and  to  schoek,  school 
associations,  professional  and  specialty 
associations.  State  licensing  boards, 
hospitals  with  which  listed  barowei* 
may  be  associated,  and  other  relerwot 
organizations.  In  accordance  with  this 
S^tion  of  the  Act.  the  Departing  will 
provide  to  these  entities,  upon  written 
request,  the  information  incloded  in  the 
Federal  Register  notice  along  with 
Social  Security  Account  Nui^ers  and 
street  addresses  of  the  borrowers  listed. 
Written  requests  ^ould  be  safamitted  to 
the  Director,  Division  of  Student 
Assistance,  at  the  address  indicated 
above. 

UST  OF  DEFAULTERS 

Alabama 

Allopathic  Medicine 
BruBson,  Eldred.  KL,  Birmingham,  AL, 
S17.3A4A4,  UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR 
MED  set,  LitHe  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic 
MBdicine,  MAY,  1981. 

Cox,  Jaml,  W.,  Tuscaloosa,  AL,  $34)39A5, 
UNtV  OF  ALABAMA— BIRMINGHAM. 
Binun^tam,  AL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

^  JUN,  1991. 

Evans,  Gregory,  MobRe,  AL,  $2,630.97, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St.  Louk  MO, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP,  1989. 

Johnson,  Samuel,  E.,  Tuscaloosa,  AL, 
$31,931.06,  UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— 
BIRMINGHAM,  Birmingham,  AL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Minisee,  Delbert,  L.,  Huntsville,  AL, 
$22,334.72,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1983. 

Murphy.  Stephen,  V.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$10,561.88,  UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— 
BIRMINGHAM,  Birmingham,  AL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Patzer,  David,  L.,  Birmingham,  AL. 
$10,034.41,  NOKTHWbSTERN  UNIV  MED 
SCHOOL,  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 
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Rodgers,  Joseph,  K.,  Mobile,  AL,  $6,859.90, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTH  ALABAMA,  Mobile,  AL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Schmitt,  Adam,  N.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$14,951.27,  UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— 
BIRMINGHAM,  Birmingham.  AL. 

Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1990. 

Villaverde,  John, ).,  Geraldine,  AL,  $8,029.38, 
UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami.  FL,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1982. 

Watford,  Douglas,  E.,  Enterprise,  AL, 
$130,825.97,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1985. 

Chifopractic 

Awad,  Khalil,  E.,  Branchville,  AL, 

$88,468.91,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Qhropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Bwh,  Kerry,  L.,  Mobile,  AL,  $22,510.37, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1986. 

Chreneik,  Charles,  F.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$39,957.46,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987, 

Clay,  Mark,  D.,  Birmingham,  AL,  $13,041.23, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Collum,  David,  W.,  Centreville,  AL, 
$49,399.13.  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Gratta.  James,  A.,  Mobile,  AL,  $9,961.05, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1988. 

King,  Herbert,  S.,  Leeds,  AL,  $72,824.95, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chkopractic,  DEC,  1984. 

OHvw,  Angela,  L.,  Huntsville,  AL, 

$68,734.33,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Patterson,  Jerry,  E.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$21,302.14,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 

Randolph,  Kenneth, ).,  Florence,  AL, 
$28,937.04,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Randolph,  Jon,  M.,  Florence,  AL,  $29,110.40, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Richardson,  David,  Tuscaloosa,  AL, 
$35,665.15,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Shouppe,  Phillip,  L.,  Mobile,  AL,  $62,384.59, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 

Smith,  Ted,  L..  Trussville,  AL,  $34,537.98, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Swigert,  Mark,  E.,  Bay  Minette,  AL, 
$33,385.16,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Vail  IV,  Benners,  B.,  Huntsville,  AL, 
$100,347.74,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
QMropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Dentistry 

Cochran,  Kendrick,  P.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$6,791.94,  UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— 
BIRMINGHAM.  Birmingham.  AL, 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 
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Dravis,  Mark,  Smiths,  AL,  $7,509.32,  EMORY 
UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta,  GA.  Dentistry.  JUN. 
1984. 

Elliott  ni.  Eugene,  L,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$17,782.50,  UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— 
BIRMINGHAM,  Birmingham,  AL, 

Dentistry,  )UL,  1988. 

Ellzey,  Paul,  D.,  Selma,  AL,  $105,950.57, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee, 
Wl,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 

Ezell.  Brenda,  R.,  Huntsville,  AL, 

$212,963.72,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Green,  Glenn,  A.,  Redstone  Arsenal,  AL, 
$125,838.89,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  APR,  1986. 

Haslam  )r.,  Jeff,  Dothan,  AL.  $160,911.38, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee, 
WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Hopson  in.  Iverson,  Selma,  AL,  $108,194.67, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Johnson,  Samuel,  L.  Prichard,  AL, 
$131,840.73,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Justice,  Michael,  W.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$109,692.28,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Milledge,  Darryl,  K.,  Montgomery,  AL, 
$20,627.72,  UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— 
BIRMINGHAM,  Birmingham,  AL, 

Dentistry,  DEC,  1986. 

Richardson,  Dewayne,  A.,  Jasper,  AL, 
$5,533.23,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 

Taylor,  Finest,  A.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$89,775.42,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN.  Dentistry,  DEC,  1984. 

Thomas,  Carolyn,  D.,  Mobile,  AL, 
$157,662.68.  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Toney,  Anthony,  Himtsville,  AL,  $822.86, 
UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— DENTAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

West,  Marvin,  L.,  Montgomery,  AL, 

$8,652.43,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1982. 

Williams,  Dwight,  Irondale,  AL,  $8,698.19, 
UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— BIRMINGHAM, 
Birmingham,  AL,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Williamson,  Maria,  E.,  Huntsville,  AL, 
$22,519.40,  LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO. 
Maywood,  IL,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Optometry 

Ellis,  Terrilyn,  A.,  Montgomery,  AL, 
$21,818.08,  SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Memphis,  TN,  Optometry, 
JUL,  1987. 

Osteopathy 

Evans,  Charla,  J.,  Selma,  AL,  $7,076.33, 
TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED,  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy.  MAY,  1991. 

Kiser,  Galen,  H..  Tusciunbia,  AL. 

$130,717.20,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES.  Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1987. 

Mitchell  III,  Jerry,  Mobile,  AL,  $24,524.68, 
TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED,  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1986. 

Yanulis,  George,  E.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$24,094.78,  CHICAGO  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
MED,  Downers  Grove,  IL,  Osteopathy,  FEB, 
1984. 


Pharmacy 

Bean,  Rhonda,  L.  Birmingham,  AL, 

$4,563.22,  XAVIER  UNIV  OF  LOUISIANA. 
New  Orleans,  LA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1988. 
Degree,  Donald,  A..  Madison,  AL,  $14,576.94, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta.  GA. 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1986. 

Reid,  Billy,  R,  Huntsville,  AL.  $23,618.45, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY,  Atlanta.  GA. 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1981. 

Podiatry 

Dixon  Capel,  Denise,  Montgomery.  AL, 
$45,902.51,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  JAN,  1990. 

Escoffier,  Dana,  N.,  Mobile,  AL,  $38,821.56, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1984. 
Truelove,  Glenda,  G.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$58,632.93,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1981. 

Public  Health 

Branton,  Marilyn,  S.,  Tuscaloosa,  AL, 
$43,130.49,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1986. 
Lamboi,  Sangoi,  E.,  Birmingham,  AL, 
$35,424.13,  UNIV  OF  FLORIDA. 
Gainesville,  FL,  Public  Health,  JAN,  1988. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Anderson,  Joy,  R.,  Tuskegee,  AL,  $7,896.98, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY,  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 
1991. 

Butler,  Brian,  F.,  Opelika,  AL,  $4,642.89, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 
1990. 

Coleman,  Keith,  B.,  Tuskegee,  AL,  $3,924.39, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

Dixon,  Iris,  V.,  Gadsden,  AL,  $8,253.65, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY,  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 

1986. 

Gardner,  Kurt,  J.,  Huntsville,  AL,  $43,448.66, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY,  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 

1983. 

Gumbs,  John,  M.,  Tuskegee,  AL,  $68,344.30, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN, 

1984. 

Holmes,  Sharleen,  M.,  Tuskegee,  AL, 
$56,938.43,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAR,  1989. 

Malone.  Glen,  E.,  Montgomery,  AL, 
$13,926.58,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  SEP,  1986. 

Meadows,  Quentin,  O.,  Gadsden,  AL, 
$36,985.69,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Tyson,  Valerie,  Birmingham,  AL,  $26,326.79, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY,  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 

1987. 


Alaska 

Qtiropractic 

Horwitz,  Robert,  B.,  Anchorage,  AK, 
$69,937.03,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Koob,  Michael,  D..  Kenai,  AK,  $8,013.54, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Kosednar,  Timothy,  P.,  Anchorage,  AK, 
$17,551.86,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

La  Magdeleine,  Micha,  Anchorage,  AK, 
$55,279.39,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Pragacz,  Ann,  M.,  Soldotna,  AK,  $69,258.17, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Valenzuela,  Debbie,  L,  Anchorage,  AK, 
$61,338.87,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUL.  1987. 

Dentistry 

Greenough  111,  Harry,  W..  Anchorage,  AK, 
$53,739.83.  VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH 
UNIV-MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Dentistry, 

JUN.  1985. 

H^nik,  Vickey,  Homer,  AK,  $79,887.50, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC,  San  Francisco, 

CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1989. 

Lien,  Douglas,  A.,  Anchorage,  AK, 
$156,498.88,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY,. 
New  Yoric,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Osteopathy 

King,  Ruth,  A.,  Kenai,  AK,  $165,489.43,  CLG 
OF  OST  MEDICINE  OF  THE  PACIFIC, 
Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1988. 

Arizona 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Cata,  Elena,  Mesa,  AZ,  $10,507.49,  UNIV  OF 
ILUNOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine.  AUG,  1987. 

Flavill,  Paul.  Tucson,  AZ,  $9,691.14,  UNIV 
OF  NEW  MEXICO.  Albuquerque.  NM. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Graham,  Stephen,  J.,  Phoenix,  AZ, 
$117,670.41,  UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami.  FL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Gregory,  Marc,  R.,  Scottsdale,  AZ,  $2,780.86, 
UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Kansas 
Qty,  MO.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1981. 

Johnson,  Alan,  J.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $10,062.18, 
UNIV  OF  IOWA,  Iowa  City.  lA.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Kelley,  Gary,  L,  Glendale,  AZ,  $45,160.54, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  LA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1987. 

Koenen,  Howard,  P.,  Tucson,  AZ,  $25,946.70, 
UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA-SAN  DIEGO,  U 
Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Kvien,  William,  K.,  Winslow,  AZ,  $513.27, 
HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH.  Boston,  MA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Madden,  John,  F.,  Glendale,  AZ,  $5,427.74, 
ALBANY  MED  COLLEGE,  Albany,  NY, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  APR,  1984. 
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Palmer,  Glen,  L..  Tucson,  AZ,  $15,209.90, 

UNIV  OF  KANSAS  MEDICAL  CENTER, 
Kansas  Qty,  KS,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

FEB,  1988. 

Pruitt,  ChrKtopher,  R.,  Tempe,  AZ, 

$25,028.72,  MEDICAL  OXLBGE  OF  OHIO, 
Toledo,  CRl,  Allopathic  Medicine,  |UN, 

1989. 

Silberstein,  Brigitta,  Tticeon,  AZ,  $75,860.00, 
NEW  YORK  MED  COLLEGE,  Valhalla,  NY, 
Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN,  1965. 

Walker,  Gregory,  T.,  Hioenix,  AZ, 

$29,852.68,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY^ 
Washington,  DC,  AHopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1986. 

Chiropractic 

AUen  ]r.,  Ben,  R.,  Mesa,  AZ,  $64,656.48,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic,  SEP, 
19S3. 

Apps,  Sid,  Fountain  Hills,  AZ,  $34jOS8.45, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CISROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Arkfleld,  Ted,  A.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $20,645.31, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Baker,  Debora,  K.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $7,888.02, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  FEBl,  1983. 

Baker,  Samuel,  S.,  Tucson,  AZ,  $125,382.51, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 

Bauwens,  David,  M.,  Tucaon,  AZ,  $43,766.74, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1988. 

Berger,  Karl, ).,  Mesa.  AZ,  $55,550.28, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN, 
1987, 

Brantner,  Rav.  J.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $36,917.35, 
PALMER  C»LLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  lA.  Cbirc^vactic,  JUN,  1985. 

Bridge.  Alan.  W..  Chandler,  AZ.  $30,955.53, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTK:. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Budd,  Carlinda,  L.,  Tucson,  AZ,  $80,252.73, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
ChesterSeld,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Crider,  Walter,  D.,  Scottsdale,  AZ, 

$78,255.93,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland.  CW. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Crooks,  Joan,  M.,  Se^na,  AZ,  $56,940.45, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland.  OR,  Qiiropractic,  JUL,  1985. 

Davis,  Jacqueline,  S.,  Scottsdale,  AZ, 
$4,730.09,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  LA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Dazell,  Linda,  R,  Tu<^n,  AZ,  $21,737.19, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic.  APR,  1987. 

Derosa,  Arthur.  Parker,  AZ,  $26,611.34,  LIFE 
CH!R(»TlACnC  COLLEGE-WEST,  San 
Lorenzo,  CA.  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Erickson,  Steven,  J..  Phoenix,  AZ,  $601.55, 
PALMER  CCRLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  LA.  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 

Faber,  Robert,  H.,  Chino  Valley.  AZ, 
$49,659.62,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1987. 

Fisher,  Edwin,  L.,  Scottsdrie,  AZ,  $73,827.12, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA.  Chiropractic,  mC,  1967. 


Hellwig,  James,  B.,  Scottsdale,  AZ, 
$119,739.76.  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR.  1984. 

Hendricks,  Richard,  L..  Mesa,  AZ, 

$56J696.47.  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC,  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Hodson,  PhiUp,  A.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $35,375.54, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 
Homyak,  John,  Tucson,  AZ,  $27,730.10,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic,  SEP, 

1988. 

Howe,  James,  K.,  Scottsdale,  AZ,  $52,737.83, 
PALMER  OOLl^GE  OF  CHIROTRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 
Jeffery,  Ryan.  C,  Page,  AZ,  $21,982.83, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chirtqiractic,  SEP, 

1989. 

Johnson,  William,  F..  Chandler,  AZ, 
$108,486.32,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Jorgenson,  James,  B.,  Peoria,  AZ,  $9,193.55, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAR, 
1986. 

Kolb,  Maryann,  Tempe,  AZ,  $60,063.83,  UFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Oim^mctic,  ^P, 
1986. 

Lay,  William,  G.,  Tucson,  AZ.  $91,91568, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 
Long,  Preston,  H.,  Tempe.  AZ,  $21,929.21, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DBG,  1984. 
Lo«irman,  }dm,  R..  Phoenix,  AZ,  $59,451.17, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Manos,  Gragg,  C,  Tucson,  AZ,  $67,256.24, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1987. 
Martin,  Craig, ).,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $26,52460, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  ^P,  1987. 
Mason,  Marlene,  K.,  Glendale,  AZ, 
$43,183.73,  CLEVELAND  GHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO.  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1985. 

McGinnis,  )ohn, ).,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $91,186.56, 
PAUdER  COLLEfX  W  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 
Penir^wker,  David,  C,  Phoenix,  AZ, 
$5,531.97,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenpcvt,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Pierce,  Ronald,  D.,  Phoenix,  AZ.  $77,31560, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTK:, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
Reed,  Susan,  A.,  Flagstaff,  AZ.  $62,218.95, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  IffiC,  1987. 
Reeves,  Gary,  L,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $4,11062, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chuopractic.  FEB,  1983. 
Rich,  Kenneth,  C,  Mesa,  AZ,  $94,48864, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chirc^uactic,  APR.  1988. 
Rieselman,  James,  R.,  Glendale,  AZ, 
$22,596.12,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIG  CLG 
FOUNDATIC^^,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  JUN.  1982. 

Romeieh.  Michael,  M..  BuHhead  Qty,  AZ. 
$66,696.67,  CLEVELAND  CHIRC»*RACT1C 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiro|wactic, 
MAY.  1985. 


Rutter.  Gary.  J..  Mesa.  AZ.  $32,163.96,  LOS 
ANGELES  OjG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  (No  Separation 
Elate). 

Sanders,  Steven,  K.,  Phoenix,  AZ. 

$4 1 ,076.41 .  PALMER  COLLBGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Daveniport,  lA, 
Chin^cactic,  DEC,  1984. 

Schaeffer,  Darrel,  R..  Glmdale,  AZ, 

$12,558.21,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland.  OR, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982. 

Schelleqger,  Yvonne.  K.,  Phoenix,  AZ, 
$80,535.44,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO.  Chiro(Hactic. 
SEP. 1984. 

Shellman,  Joan,  A.,  Mesa,  AZ,  $123,440.70, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Shobe,  Ted.  E..  Mesa,  AZ.  $28,918.19, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  CM'  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 
Smith,  Sandra,  M.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $24,373.47, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  CH»  CHlROPRACmc; 
Davenport.  lA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 
Sfiarr,  Charlm,  P..  Tucson,  AZ,  $54,446.34, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chirt^nactic,  JAN, 
1987. 

Stafford  Jr.,  Orie,  V.,  Phoenix,  AZ, 

$58,864.19,  LOS  ANGELES  C3£  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  WhittieT.  CA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Stone,  John,  L.,  nioenix,  AZ.  $34,172.55, 

UFE  COLLBGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1965. 

Stone,  Michael,  J.,  Tucson,  AZ,  $54,143.15, 
NCMITHWESTERN  CIG  OF 
CHIROPRACniC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
C:hiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

.Stratton,  C^hristopher,  L.,  Tucson,  AZ, 
$72,221.30,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Partland,  OR, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Tagg,  Lyndon.  R.,  Mesa,  AZ,  $102,880.98, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHlRCiPRACTlC. 
Davenport,  I  A,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 
Thomas,  Jadt,  R.,  Page,  AZ,  $16,384.86, 
LCXJAN  C0LLEC;E  (Mr  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986 
Trimble,  Dale,  A.,  HoHmok,  AZ.  $36605.44, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
Walters,  Jerome,  P.,  Youngtown,  AZ, 
$32,120.83,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

White,  Howard,  D..  Phoenix,  AZ,  $50,132.62, 
SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1989. 

Wickstrom,  Todd,  S.,  Phoenix,  AZ, 
$42,193.75,  CLEVELAND  (HffiCMTlACTlC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1988. 

Young.  Larry,  N.,  Mesa,  AZ,  $26624.96, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropraolic,  MAY,  1985. 
Zalak,  Edward,  G.,  Mesa.  AZ,  $77,236.29, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Clinical  Psycbr^ogy 

Cbenry,  Robert,  B.,  PhoeDix,  AZ,,  $11664.72, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
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Fresno,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology.  JUN, 

1989. 

Perez,  Jon,  Teel,  Pinetop,  KL,  $16,782.46, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JAN, 
1988. 

Dentistry 

Burton,  Paul,  Glendale,  AZ.  $42,758.07, 

UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SO  CTR, 
Oklahoma  (i^ty.  OK,  Dentistry,  jUN,  1988. 
Chang,  Mona,  Phoenix.  AZ,  $46,407.14, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984, 

Chase,  Mark,  R.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $54,929.42, 

-  UNIV  OF  THE  PAanC,  San  Francisco, 

CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Disalvo,  Anthony,  Scottsdale,  AZ, 

$55,656.81,  ORAL  ROBERTS  UNIV,  Tulsa, 
OK.  Dentistry,  AUG,  1985. 

Dobrota,  Jerry,  G.,  Pte^tt,  AZ.  $85,445.00, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Unda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Goldstein,  Steven,  H.,  Scottsdale,  AZ, 
$6,591.02,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1985. 
Gonzalez,  Hector,  V.,  Glendale,  AZ, 
$93,453.59,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  Dentistry, 
JAN,  1985. 

Keith.  Rosalyn,  D.,  Tempe,  AZ,  $28,670.11, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 
Kohler.  Anthony,  J.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $6,939.74, 
UNIV  OF  MINNESOTA,  Minneapolis.  MN, 
Dentistry.  JUN,  1986. 

Kuntz,  Frank,  G.,  Mesa,  AZ,  $138,165.01, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Unda, 
CA,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1986. 

Maxon,  Martin,  Saflbrd,  AZ,  $272,531.53, 
,  UNIV  OF  THE  PAanC,  San  Francisco, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Mondragon,  Marc,  R.,  Tucson,  AZ. 
$138,614.32,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee.  Wl,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1987. 
Moore,  David,  S.,  Yuma,  AZ,  $204,245.69, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda, 
CA.  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Pardo,  Edward.  &,  Phoenix.  AZ.  $80,742.44, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1983. 

Patrick,  Gary,  W.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $111,082.75, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

PestOT,  Eugene,  B.,  Mesa,  AZ,  $162,668.52, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Ransdell,  Kerry,  L.,  Chandler,  AZ, 
$79,548.04,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Rima,  Russell,  A.,  Scottsdale,  AZ, 
$166,574.85.  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Unda,  CA,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1984. 
Rogers,  Steven,  J..  Lake  Havasu  City.  AZ, 
$143,113.92,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda.  CA,  Dentistry,  MAR,  1982. 
Sinnard,  Mark,  S.,  Chandler,  AZ,  $4,220.26, 
UNTV  OF  NEBRASKA  MED  CENTER, 
Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Smith,  Catherine,  J.,  Phoenix,  AZ, 
$98,374.67,  WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY.  1989. 

Smith,  Cameron,  R.,  Glendale,  A2L 
$86,035.10.  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dmtistry,  MAY,  1986. 


Sullivan,  Jerry.  L,  Kingman,  AZ,  $44,291.46, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUPORNIA,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry.  MAY.  1984. 
Wainwright,  Clayton,  Peoria,  AZ,  $30,474.11, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PAanC,  San  Francisco, 

CA.  Dentistry.  SEP,  1986. 

Walters,  Timothy,  R.,  Yuma,  AZ,  $90,874.52, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Optometry 

Sarowski,  Marianne,  J.,  Phoenix,  AZ, 
$50,711.86,  ILUNOIS  COLLEGE  OP 
OPTOMETRY,  Chicago,  IL,  Optometry, 
MAY,  1986. 

Stoutsenberger,  Jeffry,  S.,  Mesa.  AZ. 

$1,752.33.  SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF 
OIT'OMETRY,  Memphis,  TN,  Optmnetry, 
MAY,  1990. 

Osteopathy 

Gladwell,  Irene,  Phoenix.  AZ,  $85,494.24, 
WEST  VIRGINIA  SCH  OF  OST  MED. 
Lewisburg,  WV,  Osteopathy.  MAY,  1983. 
Rico,  David,  Tucson,  AZ,  $81,022.88, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  ft 
SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK.  Osteopathy.  JUN. 
1989. 

Smith,  Susan,  M.,  Paradise  Valley,  AZ, 
$67,071.88,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Des  Moines.  lA, 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1985. 

Van  Patten  Jr.,  Merrill,  D..  Mesa,  AZ, 
$36,869.27,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Des  Moines.  lA. 
Osteopathy,  APR,  19M. 

Pharmacy 

Johnson,  Benjamin,  W.,  Phoenix,  AZ, 
$10,293.42,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  Boston.  MA,  Pharmacy.  JUN, 
1987. 

Vodicka,  Aiuia,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $20,928.30, 
MASSACHUSETTS  CIXJ  OF  PHARMACY. 
Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1981. 

Podiatry 

Balch,  David,  R.,  Tucson.  AZ,  $111,980.01, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 
Gerstman,  David,  1.,  Tempe,  AZ,  $80,677.13, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1982. 

Hall,  Michael,  G.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $70,476.97, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Henry,  William,  E.,  Gilbert,  AZ,  $46,363.13, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Nagy,  Ronald,  A.,  Mesa,  AZ.  $8,414.21,  NEW 
YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED,  New 
York.  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN.  1983. 

Rhodes,  Kevin,  D.,  Goodyear,  AZ, 
$100,838.10,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY.  1983. 

Scinta,  Mark.  C,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $23,322.94, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1983. 

Tallis,  Arthur,  J.,  Phoenix,  AZ,  $23,218.84, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1983. 

Arkansas 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Appleyard,  Sean,  B.,  Conway.  AR, 
$102,122.45,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New 


Orleans.  LA.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

Campbell,  Reginald,  W.,  Uttle  Rock,  AR, 
$13,367.78,  UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR 
MED  SQ,  Little  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Hawley  Jr.,  James,  W.,  Magnolia,  AR, 
$2,808.43,  UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR 
MTO  SQ,  Uttle  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Hwndon,  Greta,  D.,  Uttle  Rock,  AR, 
$39,253.41,  UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR 
MED  SQ,  Little  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Hewgley,  Joseph,  C.,  Rogers,  AR,  $8,608.71, 
UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR  MED  SQ. 

Little  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY,  1990. 

Jewell,  Eldin,  C.,  Uttle  Rock,  AR,  $84,138.32, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Lang,  Lula,  B.,  Pine  Bluff,  AR,  $156,576.83, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Nayles,  Lee,  C,  Pine  Bluff,  AR,  $27,563.63, 
UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR  MED  SQ, 

Uttle  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY,  1981. 

Stannard,  Janet,  H.,  Roland,  AR,  $869.85, 
UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR  MED  SQ. 

Uttle  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1986. 

Utke,  Maria,  G.,  Fayetteville,  AR,  $16,801.34, 
UNIV  OF  NORTH  DAKOTA.  Grand  Forks, 
ND,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC,  1988. 
Whittington,  Darryll,  E.,  Little  Rock,  AR, 
$6,082.49,  UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR 
MED  SQ,  Uttle  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Chiropractic 

Adcox,  David.  W.,  Brinkley,  AR,  $15,480.82, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY, 

1989. 

Brown,  Steven,  J.,  Mena,  AR,  $26,093.92, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 
Brown,  Helen,  B.,  Pocahontas,  AR, 
$64,940.53,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO, 
Chiropractic,  NOV,  1987. 

Qark,  Mary,  I..  Eureka  Spring,  AR, 
$17,458.16,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OP 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Blocnnington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1987. 

Ennis,  James,  R.,  Clinton,  AR,  $91,397.82, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 
Jeffers,  John,  Q,  El  Dorado,  AR,  $47,691.08, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983, 
Kirklin,  Kenton,  K.,  Monticello,  AR, 
$117,845.27,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Maples,  Patricia,  A.,  Fort  Smith,  AR, 
$36,653.60.  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic.  DEC,  1985. 

Mathews,  Daniel,  G.,  Uttle  Rock,  AR, 
$16,218.74,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty.  MO,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1985, 

Reynolds,  Gus,  M..  Edgemont,  AR, 
$22,965.87,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP.  1989. 
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South,  Steve,  C.  El  Dorado,  AR,  $22,277.41, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 

Swilley,  Mark,  S.,  Maumelle,  AR,  $36,608.41, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Taylor,  Linda,  C.,  Alicia,  AR,  $16,221.53, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Wyly,  Travis,  L.,  North  Little  Rock,  AR, 
$24,346.93,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 

Chiropractic,  MAY,  1982. 

Dentistry 

Blackwell,  Robert.  E.,  Pine  Bluff,  AR, 
$138,228.88,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1986. 

Goodman,  William,  D.,  Magnolia,  AR, 
$12,081.79,  UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE  AT 
MEMPHIS.  Memphis.  TN.  Dentistry,  JUN, 

1986. 

)ones,  Daniel,  K:,  Fort  Smith,  AR,  $10,529.08, 
UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS  CITY, 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  APR,  1985. 

Kouri,  Gary.  B.,  Fort  Smith,  AR,  $102,677.88, 
UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS  QTY, 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1986. 

Layman,  Kevin,  W„  Fort  Smith,  AR, 
$96,320.25,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1985. 

Mathis,  Keith.  A.,  Little  Rock,  AR, 

$16,021.38,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  Houston,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Perry,  Rickey,  G.,  Little  Rock,  AR, 
$166,274.34,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Sherrill,  Edward,  E.,  Little  Rock,  AR, 
$23,202.16,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1988. 

Optometry 

Freeman,  Gregory,  G.,  Maumelle,  AR, 
$53,793.38,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Fullerton,  CA,  Optometry, 
MAY,  1986. 

Osteopathy 

Harsh,  Karen,  L.,  Hot  Springs  Village,  AR, 
$42,350.36,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  &  SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy, 
JUL,  1984.  ' 

Tullis,  Lurae,  T.,  Little  Rock,  AR,  $21,193.00, 
KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OF  OST  MED. 

Kirksville,  MO,  Osteopathy,  OCT,  1989. 

Ware,  Rick,  B.,  Huntington,  AR,  $202.50, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  & 
SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy,  MAY, 
1988. 

Pharmacy 

Caldwell,  Eric,  J.,  Lewisville,  AR,  $14,728.97, 
TEXAS  SOUTHERN  UNIV,  Houston.  TX. 
Pharmacy,  MAY,  1990. 

California 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Acoff,  Amos,  C,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$11,066.92,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS 
ANGELES,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1982. 

Adams,  Alfi^,  E.,  Inglewood,  CA, 
$28,282.89,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1981. 


Alexander,  Edward,  A.,  Culver  City,  CA, 
$21,478.11,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Omaha,  NE,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1986. 

Anderson,  Angela,  J.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$32,270.18,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Omaha,  NE,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC, 

1985. 

Anderson,  Laura,  M.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$45,381.97,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN, 

1986. 

Arias,  Caleb,  Oceanside,  CA,  $1,413.34, 

UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN  DIEGO.  La 
Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 
Arreola,  Rodolfo,  Santa  Ana,  CA,  $28,278.70, 
BROWN  UNIVERSITY.  Providence,  RI. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Avelar,  Susana,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$88,449.28,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
WI^.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Ayers,  Marva,  L.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 

$17,453.76,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

Ayodele,  Emmanuel,  A.,  Compton,  CA, 
$13,429.65,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville.  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR, 
1984. 

Balyeat,  Lisa,  Elaine,  I<ong  Beach,  CA, 
$6,004.22,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JAN,  1985. 

Bean,  Helen,  M.,  Harbor  City,  CA, 

$16,372.13,  EAST  TENNESSEE  STATE 
UNIV,  Johnson  City,  TN,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Becker,  Donna,  R.,  Glendale,  CA,  $28,358.38, 
HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH,  Boston.  MA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Benzor,  Joanne,  M.,  Perris,  CA,  $14,467.58, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-IRVINE,  Irvine. 

CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1983. 
Bemardez,  Jorge,  Gardena,  CA,  $8,737.21, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS  ANGELES. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
DEC,  1988. 

Bledsoe,  Ralph,  C.,  Carson,  CA,  $18,485.63, 
BROWN  UNIVERSITY,  Providence.  RI. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC,  1986. 

Blum,  Brain,  P.,  Long  Beach,  CA,  $9,095.09, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W.  MEDICAL  CTR. 
Dallas,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

Boxrud,  Cynthia,  A.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$7,759.01,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Brannigan,  Thomas,  J.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$1,907.67,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN 
DIEGO,  La  Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1988. 

Braxton,  Pamela,  M.,  San  Gabriel,  CA, 
$21,572.15,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1987, 

Breneman,  Luz,  C.,  Alhambra,  CA, 
$15,159.83,  UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA- 
IRVINE,  Irvine,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1989. 

Brown,  Beverly,  T.,  Culver  City,  CA,  $970.88, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Carrillo,  Javier.  N.,  Oxn^,  CA,  $5,757.71, 
UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 


Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP, 

1987. 

Carter,  Eugene,  J.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$22,340.48,  ALBANY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Albany,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1988. 

Cassell,  Jon,  W.,  San  Diego,  CA,  $76,030.73, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Castillo,  Robert,  G.,  Fresno,  CA,  $15,440.43, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN  DIEGO,  La 
Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1984. 

Catania,  Thomas,  A.,  Laguna  Niguel,  CA, 
$7,457.21,  UNIV  OF  ROCHESTER, 
Rochester,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1989. 

Cayle,  Douglas,  Temple  City,  CA,  $11,703.58, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN 
FRANQSCO,  San  Francisco,  CA, 

Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1983. 

Chai,  Yun,  S.,  Albany,  CA,  $8,194.88, 
LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV  MC— NEW 
ORLEANS,  New  Orleans,  LA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  NOV,  1986. 

Chambers,  Michael,  J.,  Laguna  Beach,  CA, 
$36,385.03,  UNIV  OF  MIAMI.  Miami.  FL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR,  1992. 

Channel,  Ollie,  V.,  Inglewood,  CA, 
$23,145.64,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS 
ANGELES,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  AUG,  1986. 

Chao,  Cynthia,  T.,  Sacramento,  CA, 
$37,609.48,  COLUMBIA  UNIV,  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  New  York,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1991. 

Chavez,  Shannon,  V.,  Fresno,  CA, 

$41,775.01,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-^SAN 
DIEGO,  La  Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1985. 

Chretien,  Paul,  M.,  Sacramento,  CA, 
$1,948.49,  UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS, 
Worcester,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1986. 

Cladek,  James,  T.,  Palm  Springs,  CA, 
$54,720.98,  PONCE  SCHOOL  OF 
MEDIQNE,  Ponce,  PR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Coble.  Terri,  C.,  Palm  Desert,  CA,  $3,810.14, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS— CHICAGO.  Chicago. 
IL,  Allopathic  Med 'cine,  JUN,  1990. 

Coleman,  James,  E.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$16,317.25,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA— 
DAVIS,  Davis,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1980. 

Coleman,  Larry,  K.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$64,636.55,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1986. 

Collins,  Mathew,  W.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$15,055.55,  MAYO  MEDICAL  SCHOOL. 
Rochester,  MN,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAR,  1990. 

Collins,  Rodney,  D.,  Salinas,  CA,  $9,055.59, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1983. 

Collyer,  George,  H.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$6,236.52,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA— SAN 
DIEGO,  La  Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1990. 

Cosio,  Jose,  A.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 

$184,805.29,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Curry,  Charles,  M.,  Fresno,  CA,  $15,457.29, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 
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Delacoates,  John,  R.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$13,245.22,  UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL 
CARIBB,  Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Douglas,  Clifford,  C.,  Redlands,  CA, 
$32,709.32,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1989. 

Dmnan,  Michael,  D.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$5,210.03,  UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA— SAN 
DIEGO,  La  Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1988. 

Duarte,  David,  A.,  Artesia,  CA,  $70,660.25, 
HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH,  Boston,  MA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987, 

Duncan,  Monique,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$7,795.17,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  CttI,  Allc^athic 
Medidne,  AUG,  1985. 

Ellis,  Terrance,  L.,  Oakland,  CA,  $1,807.82, 
UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED  CENTER, 
Jackson,  MS,  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN, 
1987. 

Erickson,  Mark,  S.,  Los  Gatos,  CA, 

'  $95,199.75,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OP 
WI^.  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medidne,  JAN,  1983. 

Essey,  Robert,  J.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 

$67,335.17,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medidne, 
JUN,  1986. 

Ferguson,  Melissa,  R.,  South  Pasadena,  CA, 
$4,806.62,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS— HEALTH 
sen  CTR,  Houston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medidne,  JUN,  1987. 

Finkelstein,  David,  S.,  San  Frandsco,  CA, 
$29,717.70,  SUNY  HEALTH  SCIENCE 
CENTER  BROOKLYN,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
Allopathic  Medidne,  JUL,  1984. 

Foote,  Ronald,  H.,  Hanford,  CA,  $23,014.60, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN,  1986. 

Franklin,  Peter,  E.,  Watsonville,  CA, 
$22,646.11,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medidne, 
MAY.  1983. 

Fulcher,  William,  E.,  San  Pedro,  CA, 
$13,547.52,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNlA-nSAN 
DIEGO,  La  Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1987. 

Gwfge,  Antony,  M.,  Santa  Monica.  CA, 
$34,090.85,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO, 
Toledo,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1984. 

Goldfarb,  Georgia,  Venice,  CA,  $50,999.23, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  WISC, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic  Medidne, 
MAY.  1982. 

Gomez,  Mario,  A.,  Garden  Grove,  CA, 
$48,255.78,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Omaha,  NE,  Allopwthic  Medidne,  JUN, 
1984. 

Gray,  Kathleen,  A.,  Oceanside,  CA. 
$125,636.43,  GEORGE  WASHINGTON 
UNIV,  Washington,  DC.  Allopathic 
Medidne,  JUN,  1989. 

Green.  Synthia,  E.,  Oakland,  CA,  $55,450.66, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  OCT,  1985. 

Gross.  Maii^ce,  L.,  Long  Beach,  CA, 
$28,631.75,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DE^ 
1987. 

Haider,  Wais,  I.,  San  Diego,  CA,  $26,274.16, 
UNIV  OF  COLORADO  MC.  Denver.  CO. 
Allopathic  Medidne.  AUG,  1987. 


Hammond,  Terry,  C,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$20,546.35,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-4^4ED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Harding,  Phyllis,  D.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$58,998.25,  UNIV  OF  ONONNATl, 
Qncirmati,  OH,  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN, 
1987. 

Haririe,  Jim.  A.,  Los  Angeles,  CA. 

$150,691.07,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OP 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Harris,  Heruy,  D.,  Los  Angeles.  CA, 
$45301.96,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1980. 

Harris,  Brian,  W.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$50,837.08,  WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit, 
MI,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Harris,  Aruur,  Northridge,  CA,  $33,060.70, 
WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit.  Ml, 
Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN,  1980. 

Hemel,  Neal,  M.,  Palo  Alto,  CA,  $82,028.38, 
ALBANY  MED  COLLEGE,  Albany,  NY, 
Allopathic  Medidne.  MAY,  1983. 

Henry,  Camille,  M.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$76,208.76,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC.  Allopathic  Medidne. 
MAY,  1984. 

Hibbert,  Harold,  H.,  Portola  Valley,  CA. 
$7369.18,  STANFORD  UNIVERSITY. 
Stanford,  CA,  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUL, 
1987. 

Hines,  Berta,  M.,  lx)S  Angeles,  CA, 
$78,606.23,1t4EHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medidne.  MAY, 
1982. 

Holloway  Jr.,  Nathaniel,  L.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$30,004.27,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington.  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1987. 

Iniguez,  Vidor,  San  Fraiudsco.  CA, 
$26,813.63,  UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS— 
CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Jackson,  Rot^,  A..  Palos  Verdes  Peninsu, 
CA,  $4,425.73,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Omaha,  NE,  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUL, 

1989. 

Jacobson,  Kathleen,  R.,  Carpinteria,  CA, 
$3,936.02,  LOYOLA  UNIV— STRITCH  SCH 
OP  MED,  Maywood,  IL,  Allopathic 
Medidne,  JUN,  1991. 

Jessie,  Adrian,  C,  San  Jose.  CA,  $4,899.92, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS— HEALTH  SQ  CTR.  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicirre,  JUN, 

1990. 

Johnsen,  James,  H.,  Cupertino,  CA, 
$148,264.70,  CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL, 
North  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1987. 

Johnson,  Christopher,  L.,  San  Frandsco,  CA. 
$5,069.13,  HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH, 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 

Johnson.  Richard,  K.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$28,954.54,  UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE, 
Louisville,  KY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1987. 

Julian,  Virginia,  Greenbrae,  CA,  $107,314.94, 
UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA— SAN  DIEGO,  La 
Jolla,  CA.  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN,  1983. 

Kamel,  Luca.  C,  Torrance,  CA,  $63,151.59, 
UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami,  FL.  Allopathic 
Medidne.  MAY,  1988. 

Kelly,  Edward,  L.,  San  BernardirK),  CA. 
$4,920.77,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY. 


Loma  Linda,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUL,  1985. 

Kemp,  Murray.  Bakersfield,  CA,  $106,577.07, 
BOWMAN  GRAY  SCHOOL  OF  MED, 
Winston  Salem,  NC,  Allopathic  Medidne. 
MAY,  1985. 

Kim,  Grace,  Y.,  Glendale,  CA,  $24,015.64, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA— LOS  ANGELES. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1988. 

Kiecker,  Elizabeth,  A.,  Pasadena,  CA, 
$2,923.54,  UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED 
CENTER,  Jackson,  MS,  Allopathic 
Medidne,  MAY,  1988. 

Kunihira,  Etele,  Y.,  Santa  Clara,  CA, 
$35,422.92,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN.  1985. 

Lacaman,  Vernon,  H.,  Granada  Hills,  CA, 
$99,050.21,  GEORGE  WASHINGTON 
UNIV,  Washington,  DC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1^8. 

Lamotte,  Angela,  J.,  Culver  City,  CA, 
$85,857.42,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA— LOS 
ANGELES,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  Allopathic 
Medidne,  JUN,  1989. 

Larsen,  John,  M.,  Thousand  Oaks,  CA, 
$3,470.08,  UNIV  OF  WASHINGTON, 
Seattle,  WA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1987. 

Lawton,  Michael,  D.,  Yorba  Linda,  CA, 
$57,210.24,  UNIV  OF  IOWA.  Iowa  Qty,  lA, 
Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN,  1984. 

Le,  Thang,  D..  Loma  Linda.  CA,  $12,717.51, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W.  MEDICAL  CTR, 
Dallas.  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1989. 

Lewis,  Kermeth,  D.,  Los  Angeles,  CA. 
$31,040.25,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1987. 

Li,  Patrick,  P.,  San  Gabriel,  CA,  $117,310.03, 
CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL.  North  Chicago, 
IL,  All(q}athic  Medidne,  JUN,  1987. 

Lopez,  Marlene,  S.,  Seal  Beach,  CA, 
$3,158.13,  UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA-SAN 
DIEGO,  La  Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medidne, 
JUN,  1989. 

Lopez,  Steven,  H.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$3,815.84,  UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA-IRVINE. 
Irvine,  CA,  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN, 

1986. 

Louis-Jacques,  Mac,  Antoine,  Santa  Monica, 
CA.  $84,288.76,  UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA- 
SAN  DIEGO,  La  Jolla.  CA.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Lui,  Suk,  Ching,  Sacramento,  CA,  $20,825.28, 
ST  LOUIS  UNIVERSITY.  St.  Louis.  MO, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG,  1989. 
Lundy-Burke,  Elaine,  Orange,  CA. 

$18,067.03,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA- 
IRVINE,  Irvine,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1988. 

Marangu,  Joanann,  M..  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$69,699.32,  VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH 
UNIV-MCV,  Richmond,  VA.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Martinez,  Richard,  A.,  Santa  Maria,  CA, 
$20,354.24,  UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA- 
IRVINE,  Irvine,  CA,  Allopathic  Medidne, 
JUN.  1988. 

Martinez,  Evangeline,  E.,  Corona  Del  Mar, 
CA,  $2,020.55,  STANFORD  UNIVERSITY, 
Stanford,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN, 
1986. 

May,  James,  W.,  Beverly  Hills,  CA,  $3,625.77, 
INDIANA  UNIV  AT  INDIANAPOUS. 
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Bloomington,  IN,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1987. 

Mays,  Archie,  R.,  Long  Beach,  CA, 
$103,186.52,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Meyer,  Richard,  D..  Yucaipa,  CA,  $48,800.82, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  )UN,  1985. 

Miller,  Bradley,  G.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$38,596.31,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Mora,  Francisco, ).,  Canoga  Park,  CA, 
$61,980.53,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1986. 

Moreno  Jr.,  Daniel,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$31,980.47,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1988. 

Morkin,  Patrick,  P.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$23,860.86,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Mullen,  John,  T.,  ^n  Mateo,  CA,  $1,751.08, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN  DIEGO,  La 
Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 
Murphy,  Monica,  J.,  Bakersfield,  CA, 
$13,153.29,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1985. 

Myers,  Karen,  A.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$40,762.88,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Nelson,  Richard,  D.,  Colfax,  CA,  $10,949.69, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC,  1987. 
Nickerson,  Gerald,  L.,  Playa  Del  Rey,  CA, 
$14,825.52,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY. 

1983. 

Nwobi,  Veronica,  Pacific  Palisades,  CA, 
$13,638.53,  SUNY  AT  BUFFALO.  Buffalo. 
NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1984. 

O’Dell,  Catherine,  A.,  Pasadena,  CA, 
$67,857.21,  ST  LOUIS  UNIVERSITY.  St. 
Louis.  MO,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1984. 

O’Mara,  Kevin,  T.,  Mountain  View,  CA, 
$50,608.36,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO. 
Toledo,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Palmer,  Lori,  J.,  Manhattan  Beach,  CA, 
$63,342.14,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 

Patterson,  Joseph,  M.,  Alhambra,  CA, 
$6,839.69,  UNIV  OF  SOUTH  ALABAMA, 
Mobile,  AL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1988. 

Payne,  David,  H.,  Culver  City,  CA, 

$11,435.98,  WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit. 
Ml,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Pena,  Rosalia,  San  Ysidro,  CA,  $29,979.82, 
UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA-SAN  DIEGO,  La 
Jolla,  CA.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1984. 

Perrault,  Mark,  D.,  Culver  City,  CA, 
$27,499.70,  MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF 
HUMAN  MED,  East  Lansing,  MI, 

Allopathic  Medicine,  APR,  1984. 

Perry,  Keith,  O.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 

$80,541.16,  CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL, 
North  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1983. 


Perry,  Maurice,  A.,  Woodland  Hills,  CA. 
$74,818.28,  GEORGE  WASHINGTON 
UNIV,  Washington,  EKZ,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Peterson,  Anna.  J.,  Irvine,  CA,  $34,042.55, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV.  Dayton.  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Phillips,  Je^y,  L.,  Los  Angeles.  CA, 
$6,732.28,  CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL.  North 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN, 

1985. 

Pote  III,  William,  H.,  Loma  Linda,  CA, 
$106,598.47,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1986. 

Ray,  Douglas,  L.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$191,691.86,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1986. 

Riley,  Calvin.  Irvine,  CA,  $65,151.83,  UNIV 
OF  CALIFORNIA-IRVINE,  Irvine,  CA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Roberts,  Wendy,  E.,  Redlands,  CA,  $8,281.43, 
STANFORD  UNIVERSITY,  Stanford.  CA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Rose,  Sharon,  Northridge,  CA,  $10,507.00, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-IRVINE.  Irvine, 

CA.  Allopathic  Medicine,  NOV,  1985. 
Rucker,  Elleston,  C.,  Chula  Vista,  CA, 
$19,801.30,  VANDERBILT  UNIV. 

Nashville,  TN.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1983. 

Ruiz,  Gonzalo,  F.,  San  Diego,  CA,  $2,687.68, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN  DIEGO,  La 
Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1991. 
Ryan,  Jacqueline,  S.,  Mountain  View,  CA, 
$667.47,  STANFORD  UNIVERSITY. 
Stanford,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1991. 

Salinas,  Rafael,  E.,  Huntington  Park,  CA, 
$151,793.18,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA- 
IRVINE,  Irvine.  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
DEC,  1986. 

Sanchez,  Ann,  M.,  Newport  Beach,  CA, 
$7,581.26,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN 
DIEGO,  La  Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1983. 

Sanders,  Shirley,  C.,  Huntington  Beach,  CA, 
$26,014.67,  MAYO  MEDICAL  SCHOOL. 
Rochester,  MN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Schack,  Ruth,  A.,  Sausalito,  CA,  $176,853.43, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN  FRANCISCO, 
San  Francisco,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine. 
JUN.  1988. 

Scher,  Susan,  H.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$18,887.79,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY. 

1985. 

Schlater,  Theodore,  L.,  Los  Angeles,  CA. 
$11,880.04,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA- 
IRVINE.  Irvine,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1988. 

Schultz,  Charles,  M.,  Encino,  CA,  $17,996.22, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-IRVINE.  Irvine. 
CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 
Senechek,  David,  R.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$4,170.59.  HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH, 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1988. 

Shahin,  Samir,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  $31,562.49, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Allop>athic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1985. 

Shaw,  Michael,  G.,  Inglewood,  CA, 
$35,130.00,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 


Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Silas,  Charles,  G.,  Moreno  Valley,  CA, 
$119,682.25,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV. 
Dayton,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

Siqueiros,  Rafael,  O.,  Fresno,  CA,  $19,749.46, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN  DIEGO,  La 
Jolla,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 
Tabatzky,  Christiane,  M.,  Dana  Point,  CA, 
$25,325.24,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Omaha,  NE.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Tarver  If,  Donald,  E..  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$20,968.04,  UNIV  OF  aNCINNATI. 
Cincinnati,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

Terkeurst-Scott,  Barbara,  J.,  Northridge,  CA, 
$57,768.94,  TEXAS  TECH  UNIVERSITY. 
Lubbock,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

Theard,  Ronald,  J.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$16,233.79,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS 
ANGELES,  Los  Angeles,  CA.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Tolbert  Jr.,  William,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$22,577.74,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1986. 

Ward,  Herman,  V.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$49,689.22,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1988. 

Weil,  Mitchell,  A.,  San  Clemente,  CA, 
$13,606.97,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS 
ANGELES,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Whitehall,  Judith,  A.,  Corte  Madera,  CA, 
$99,823.00,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1985. 

Whitt,  Beverly,  S.,  Fullerton,  CA, 

$107,389.57,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA- 
IRVINE,  Irvine,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAR,  1987. 

Williams,  Joanne,  Sherman  Oaks,  CA, 
$6,879.94.  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-IRVINE, 
Irvine.  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1985. 

Williams.  Gary,  T.,  Perris,  CA,  $109,562.09, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Williams,  William,  E.,  Oakland,  CA, 
$18,561.14,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL,  1984. 

Williams,  Reisar,  K.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$65,577.87,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  'TN.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1984. 

Wilson,  Michael,  G.,  San  Pedro,  C.,A, 
$9,738.54,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ~ 
MEDICAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Wilson  Jr.,  Chester,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$2,721.96,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN 
FRANCISCO,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN,  1987. 

Winkler,  Christopher,  S.,  Oakland,  CA, 
$64,073.79,  ST  LOUIS  UNIVERSITY.  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1987. 

Wolfirey,  Wayne,  T.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$3,235.74,  UNIV  OF  NEBRASKA  MED 
CENTER,  Omaha,  NE,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN.  1989. 
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Young,  Howard,  Y.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$88,917.03,  ALBANY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Albany,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEG 
1989. 

Zeme,  Mark,  I.,  San  Francisco,  CA,  $6,001.40 
UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN,  Ann  Arbor,  Ml, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988 

Chiropractic 

Ahmad,  Haifa,  M.,  San  Jose,  CA,  $73,626.00, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP, 
1988. 

Aisenberg,  Mary,  Ellen,  Laguna  Beach,  ('A 
$96,888.51,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Alegria,  Albert,  J.,  South  Pasadena,  CA. 
$73,538.26,  SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  Of 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  FEB,  1987. 

Alesescu,  Kenneth,  J.,  Auburn,  CA, 
$36,551.80,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  Of 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Alexander,  Kurt,  M.,  Livermore,  CA, 
$10,755.32,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Alvarado,  Mario,  Prunedale,  CA,  $46,403.27 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  NOV,  1986 

Ambrose,  Joseph,  R.,  El  Dorado  Hills,  CA. 
$3,560.22,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Anderson,  Russell,  N.,  Lake  Isabella,  CA. 
$35,183.96,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTR 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic 
DEC.  1987. 

Anderson,  Danny,  D.,  Penn  Valley,  CA 
$78,578.47,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 

Anderson,  Douglas,  W.,  Riverside,  CA, 
$116,533.25,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Anderson,  Michael,  R.,  Manhattan  Beach, 
CA,  $55,930.78,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Anderson,  Duane,  L.,  Oxnard,  CA,  $8,231.24 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  NOV,  1983. 

Applegate,  Kirk,  A.,  Fresno,  CA,  $78,612.99 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985 

Archuleta,  Philip,  A.,  San  Marcos,  CA, 
$89,197.19,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Arishin,  Mtchael,  W.,  Santa  Clara,  CA, 
$32,471.61,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Ausmus,  Daniel,  G.,  Tustin,  CA,  $14,310.75, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987 

Bai,  Chung,  H.,  Glendale,  CA,  $5,138.94, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY.  1988. 

Baldry,  James,  S.,  Van  Nuys,  CA.  $5,623.54, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 


Baldwin,  Richard,  C.,  San  Francisco,  O 
$26,782.76,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1986. 

Barr,  Timothy,  G.,  Orange,  CA,  $82,910.12, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1990 

Barrack,  Steven,  A.,  Elk  Grove,  CA, 
$40,584.67,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
(XILLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JAN.  1985. 

Barrett,  Elizabeth,  L.,  Azusa,  CA,  $98,721.32 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  (3A,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Beam,  David,  E.,  (Dolton,  CA,  $81,135.50,  LOS 
ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Beaver,  Richard,  D.,  Rocklin,  CA.  $85,947.85 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Bceman,  Robert,  R.,  Redlands,  CA.  $2,777.76 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Bell,  William.  C.,  Fremont,  CA.  $21,000.21 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC.  1987 

Beverleigh,  Howard,  K.,  San  Jose,  CA, 
$54,339.61,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHlROPRACTlC-WEST,  San  Jose.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Bezzic,  Aleta,  L.,  Sausalito,  CA,  $63,008.89, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1990. 

Bixby,  Charles,  K.,  Petaluma,  CA,  $37  469.45 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE- WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Blow,  James,  R.,  Santa  Clara,  CA,  $17,572.19 
PARKER  C:OLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC 
Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Bochniak,  Marie,  L.,  Thousand  Oaks,  CA 
$46,526.01,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Bond,  Walter,  D.,  Van  Nuys,  (DA,  $46,633.59 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987 

Brightwell,  Terry,  D.,  Vallejo,  CA, 

$27,284.21,  L1FE(DHIR0PRACT1C 
(DOLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA 
Chiropractic,  (XT,  1987. 

Brodsky,  Barbara,  L.,  San  Francisco,  CA 
$6,084.98,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo.  CA 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Bronk,  Brian,  R.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$31,035.02,  PALMER  (DOLLEGE  Of 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  mN,  1984. 

Brooke,  Daniel,  J.,  Antioch,  CA,  $16,546.31 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP 
1990. 

Brown,  Vincent,  L.,  San  Leandro,  CA 
$30,583.63,  LIFE  (DHIROPRAtDTIC 
(DOLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Brunn,  Louie,  P.,  San  Rafael,  CA,  $10,015.48. 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  (DOLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986 

Urunstein,  Angela,  La  Puente,  CA, 
$55,132.61,  LOS  ANGELES  (DLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA. 
(Dhiropractic,  APR,  1990.  Brunstein, 
Florian,  Rowland  Heights,  CA,  $49,523.45. 
LOS  ANGELES  CDLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1989. 


Brunton,  Derek,  S.,  Escondido,  (DA, 
$27,905.56,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA 
(Dhiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Bunganich,  David,  W.,  (Dhico,  (DA, 

$13,482.63,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  Of 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Bunzeluk,  Nancy,  J.,  Salinas,  CA,  $36,71509 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

(Dhiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Burch,  Gregory,  D.,  Riverside,  CA, 

$38,450.95,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland,  OR, 
(Dhiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Burdman,  Darin,  L.,  Reseda,  CA,  $6,788.42, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHlROPRACTir 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1986. 

Burkhardt,  Pamela,  K.,  San  Francisco,  (DA 
$48,915.01,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1989. 

Burkley,  Anton,  Z.,  Berkeley,  CA,  $70,686.78 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987 

Burt,  Thomas,  R.,  Walnut  (Dreek,  CA, 
$53,223.51,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  (DA 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Burton,  Whitney,  J.,  Visalia,  CA,  $66,415.74 
WESTERN  STATES  (DHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Butterfield,  James,  B.,  San  Jose.  CA, 

$12,329  82.  PALMER  (DOLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA 
(Dhiropractic,  MAR,  1991. 

Butterfield,  Cathy,  L.,  San  Francisco,  (DA 
$27,105.12,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA 
Chiropractic,  FEB,  1988. 

Byington,  Brad,  A.,  South  Lake  Tahoe,  ^DA, 
$70,469.06,  SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
(DHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chinipractic,  AUG,  1989. 
laballero,  Jorge,  R.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$72,566.50,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  (DA, 
(Dhiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

'.aldwell,  Ransom.  Hacienda  Heights,  v.A 
$47,022.04,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic.  DEC,  1987. 

Dalixto,  Flanio,  Fremont,  CA,  $86,699.85, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTK 
Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1989. 
'.amarena,  Johann,  A.,  Granada  Hills,  CA 
$20,214.24,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 
ampbell,  Richard,  L.,  Encinitas,  CA, 
$21,923.66,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTK 
(DOLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic 
MAY.  1984. 

lappa,  Claude,  L.,  Modesto,  CA,  $35,684.63 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 
Dardwell,  Jodi,  J.,  Sacramento,  (DA,  $5,682.66 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  (Dhiropractic,  JUN 
1987. 

'  larlson,  James,  E.,  Rocklin,  CA,  $9,187.66, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  (DHIROPRACTIC 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  (XT,  1982. 

■  Darlson,  Eric,  D.,  La  Puente,  (DA,  $61,045.75 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  (DA,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 
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Casey,  Daniel,  P.,  Huntington  Beach,  CA, 

S51 .646.91,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  Chiropractic. 
SEP.  1985. 

Castillo,  Joella,  M.,  San  Franciaco,  CA, 
$63,522.52,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Castro,  Hector,  M.,  Santa  Ana,  CA, 
$44,195.14,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Cates,  Stephen,  M.,  Laguna  Hills,  CA, 
$26,591.19,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  I^C,  1983. 

Cates,  John.  H.,  Bakersfield,  CA,  $13,195.67, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 
Cheney,  Julian,  L.,  Canoga  Park,  CA, 
$2,106.21,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA.  Chiropractic, 
AUG.  1983. 

Clifford,  Fred,  W.,  Palm  Springs,  CA, 
$60,375.57,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985.  ^ 

Collier,  William,  F.,  Santa  Rosa,  CA, 
$38,686.70,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Conger,  Ronald,  E.,  Hollywood,  CA, 
$12,699.95,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
AUG,  1988. 

Cook,  Karen,  S.,  Mountain  View,  CA, 
$89,130.21,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHlROPRACnCWEST.  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Cook.  Peggy,  L..  Manteca,  CA,  $83,838.33, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 
Cooksley,  Michelle,  Huntington  Beach,  CA. 
$1,220.05,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic. 
AUG.  1984. 

Corser,  Lester,  J.,  Hemet,  CA,  $5,755.63,  LOS 
ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 
Cory,  Jon.  G..  Glendale.  CA.  $42,430.62,  LOS 
ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 
Cory,  Robert,  G.,  Montrose,  CA,  $57,502.14, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1990. 
Cresswell,  Diane,  A.,  Whittier,  CA, 
$37,984.86,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHlROraACnC,  WhitUer,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1990. 

Crocevera,  Carolyn,  A.,  Pacific  Grove,  CA, 
$12,254.74,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic. 
MAY,  1987. 

Curran,  Douglas,  J.,  Fresno,  CA,  $62,232.49, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 
Curtin,  Michael,  M.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$11,581.61,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Lombard,  IL. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Darrow,  Victoria,  L.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$50,316.92,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Davidson,  James,  A.,  Corte  Madera,  CA. 
$25,570.83,  UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN.  1986. 


Davis,  Steven,  C.  Glendale,  CA,  $6,222.84, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier.  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC.  1982. 

Delallo,  Joseph,  D.,  South  Lake  Tahoe.  CA. 
$49,385.89,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTia  Whittier,  CA, 

Chiro{HUCtic.  APR,  1986. 

Delsie,  Carl,  Orange,  CA,  $91,486.30, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  FEB,  1987. 

Demille,  Alan,  M.,  Citrus  Heights,  CA, 
$96,806.69,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Desahtis,  Louis,  A.,  La  Mesa,  CA,  $68,455.87, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Desantis,  Lynn,  M.,  El  Cajon,  CA,  $4,980.36, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Despas,  Joel,  C.,  Hayward,  CA,  $30,912.02, 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 

San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Dewees,  Randel,  K.,  La  Selva  Beach,  CA, 
$62,822.19,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1989. 

Diedrich,  Curtis,  E.,  Fremont,  CA, 

$16,528.64,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Difiore,  William,  Fountain  Valley,  CA, 
$26,916.82,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Diquattro,  Scott,  loseph.  Cathedral  City,  CA, 
$60,386.86,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Dodenhoff,  Bradley,  A.,  Bakersfield,  CA. 
$13,772.94,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic.  SEP,  1984. 

Dunbar,  Charles,  E.,  Poway,  CA,  $109,119.38. 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP, 
1988. 

Dunne,  Robert,  P.,  Beverly  Hills,  CA, 

•  $19,687.91,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST.  San  Jose.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Dvorak,  Rosalie,  J.,  Moreno  Valley,  CA, 
$72,188.73,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier. j:A. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Dwelly,  Bruce,  E.,  Cittus  Heights,  CA, 
$16,788.17,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Dykeman,  Peter,  J.,  Torrance,  CA,  $58,535.35, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Early,  Lawrence,  F.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$38,964.13,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Earth-Child,  Erin,  1.,  Berkeley,  CA,  $9,297.69, 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Eaton,  Lorrie,  K.,  Oakland,  CA,  $38,047.84, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 


Eckel,  David,  E..  Lancaster,  CA,  $69,224.08, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Edson,  Lysanji,  A.,  San  Francisco.  CA. 
$10,597.57,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN.  1987. 

Elsea,  Steven,  W.,  Stockton,  CA,  $5,792.00, 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 

San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Ely,  Stephen,  R.,  Fresno,  CA,  $30,138.98, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Etvin,  Laurie,  M.,  Albany,  CA,  $15,231.28, 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 

San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAR.  1986. 

Etcheverry,  John,  C.,  San  Bruno,  CA, 
$10,281.58,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Evans,  Roland,  S.,  Chico,  CA,  $9,260.09, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Fairchild,  Joseph,  W.,  Stockton,  CA, 
$5,481.37,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1983. 

Famalaro,  John,  J.,  El  Toro,  CA,  $73,212.47, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles.  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Fankboner,  Duncan,  B.,  Montague,  CA, 
$81,141.83,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Farrell.  Robert.  J.,  Oceanside.  CA.  $37,163.04, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport.  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Fawcett  III,  Joe,  W.,  Fresno,  CA,  $19,444.40, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Fickel,  Theodore,  E.,  Montecito,  CA, 
$53,887.55,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC.  1982. 

Fifield,  Fred,  W.,  Hacienda  Heights,  CA. 
$58,983.59,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1990. 

Finke,  Janice,  L.,  San  Leandro,  CA. 
$36,762.92, UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Fish,  Robert,  D.,  Fullerton,  CA,  $10,747.93, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1983. 

Flores,  Otto,  O.,  Santa  Ana,  CA,  $44,093.76, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988, 

Flynn,  Timothy,  G.,  Palo  Alto,  CA,  $1,549.45, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP, 
1989. 

Forsting,  Ruth,  A.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$5,579.00,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1985. 

Fox,  Richard,  T..  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$20,165.09,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1984. 

Fridrick,  Timothy,  P.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$31,955.13,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 
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Frye,  Dan,  A.,  San  Lorenzo,  CA,  $3,201.26, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE  WEST, 

San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988 

Fulton,  John.  R.,  San  Clemente,  CA, 
$71,321.88,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Galba,  Debby,  M.,  Santee,  CA,  $34,160.73, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN. 
1986. 

Gallagher,  Tamara,  G.,  Chino,  CA, 

$25,786.42,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Gallagher,  David,  B.,  .Santa  Monica,  CA, 
$6,577.97,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1983. 

Gamble,  Jef&ey,  G.,  La  Habra,  CA, 

$88,857.96,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic.  DEC.  1983. 

Garfinkle,  Gene.  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$36,848.16,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 

Gates,  Thom,  A.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 

$10,691.08,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JUN.  1987. 

Gayle,  Jayson,  C.,  Escondido,  CA,  $79,202.44, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Gilberti,  Benedict,  V.,  Carlsbad,  CA, 
$10,868.40,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic. 
JUN,  1984. 

Given,  Vaughn,  San  Juan  Capistrano,  CA. 
$27,538.38.  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Glassman,  Clifford,  North  Hollywood,  CA, 
$49,303.10,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Glickman,  Alex,  M.,  San  Rafael,  CA, 
$22,413.96,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JUL,  1985. 

Glum,  Gary,  L.,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  $93,624.58, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Goff.  William.  D.,  Pasadena,  CA.  $37,767.05. 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

GrafBous,  Dennis,  W.,  Carlsbad,  CA, 
$26,113.44,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Green,  Sheldon,  S.,  Sunland,  CA,  $43,551.61, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Gregory,  Todd,  A..  Santa  Maria,  CA, 
$20,222.17,  UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1989. 

Gross,  Dale,  M.,  Canoga  Park,  CA,  $4,562.22, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Gutierrez,  John,  J.,  Stockton,  CA,  $35,015.95. 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE- WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Habbart,  Joseph,  L.,  Mountain  View,  CA, 
$29,263.37,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Hackett,  Don,  F.,  Palmdale,  CA,  $42,944.24, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Haines,  Donna,  J.,  Sacramento,  CA, 

$40,541.59,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
AUG,  1988. 

Halle,  Thomas,  C.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 

$7,792.86,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1987. 

Hamilton,  Aaron,  J.,  Fountain  Valley,  CA, 
$14,909.96,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1982. 

Hankins,  Larry.  R.,  Sacramento,  CA, 
$10,148.27,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 

Hamitchek,  Paul,  E.,  Highland,  CA, 

$1,230.52,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Harper,  Nicholas,  Long  Beach,  CA, 

$39,060.07,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Harvey,  Ann,  R,  Mill  Valley,  CA,  $3,415.06, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
Hayes,  Douglas,  M.,  Santa  Monica,  CA, 
$104,199.10,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Helms,  Randy,  L.,  Vacaville,  CA,  $24,270.13, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE- WEST. 

San  Lorenzo.  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAY, 

1986. 

Herman,  Mira,  Los  .Angeles,  CA,  $27,441.80, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAR, 
1986. 

Hermosillo,  Francisco.  J..  Tarzana,  CA, 
$83,202.97,  SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987, 

Hernandez,  Orestes,  M.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$34,960.57,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1988. 

Herring,  Charles,  Michael,  Fremont,  CA, 
$69,162.94,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
.  COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA. 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Hetherington,  Jane,  San  Rafael,  CA, 
$48,709.41,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Hicks,  Randall,  D.,  Anaheim.  CA,  $95,426.68, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 
Hoar,  Gayle,  G.,  Encinitas,  CA,  $37,097.84, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 
Hockersmith,  Kevin,  W.,  Sanger,  CA, 
$90,714.31,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
AUG.  1989. 

Hofhnan,  Stuart,  Manhattan  Beach,  CA, 
$5,902.89,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1986. 

Holmes,  Clarence,  J.,  Sacramento,  CA, 
$17,700.08.  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 


COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Holst,  Stephen,  D.,  Oakland,  CA,  $52,204.92, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 

San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 
Holt,  Kenneth,  G.,  Azusa,  CA.  $46,504.87, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Hoover,  Wayne,  N.,  Redondo  Beach,  CA, 
$37,423.03,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Hopstock,  Richard,  M.,  Hacienda  Heights, 

CA.  $49,371.50,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Hosier,  John,  R.,  Salinas,  CA,  $24,818.34, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JAN. 
1985. 

Howard,  Marty,  B.,  Pleasanton,  CA, 
$14,270.41,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, '  -  * 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Howell,  Ralph,  G.,  Fresno,  CA,  $61,899.01, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 
Huerta,  Debra,  San  Leandro,  CA,  $27,054.02, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COIXEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 
Huff,  Arthur,  R.,  Pasadena,  CA,  $79,764.30. 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1988. 

Huff,  Guy,  L.,  Torrance,  CA,  $82,691.33, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
Hunt,  Celia,  A.,  Citrus  Heights,  CA, 
$19,531.98,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1989. 

Inskeep,  Norman,  D.,  San  Jose,  CA, 
$98,354.31,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Jacob,  Elizabeth,  A.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$23,588.57,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic. 
APR,  1989. 

Jasper,  Chuck,  S.,  San  Rafael,  CA,  $5,488.41, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR, 
1984. 

Jeffcoat,  Lori,  M.,  Balboa,  CA,  $12,068.36, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1989. 
Jette,  Steven,  A.,  Petaluma,  CA,  $8,173.53, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 
Johnson,  Kevin,  A.,  Costa  Mesa,  CA, 
$31,026.42,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1989. 

Johnson,  Randall,  G.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$75,964.32,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1985. 

Johnson,  Shelia,  A.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$70,641,30,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1986. 

Joseph,  Donna,  S.,  Oakland,  CA,  $7,117.33, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
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Kahan,  Robert,  M.,  Moraga,  CA,  $18,777.65, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Kahanek,  Carol,  A.,  Santa  Crui,  CA, 
$35,024.45,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland,  OR, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Kallop,  Koen,  P.,  Palo  Alto,  CA,  $3,766.35, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chirctpractic,  OCT, 
1984. 

Kelly,  Mark,  S.,  Chino,  CA,  $19,510.11, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Kennedy,  Connie,  L,  Mill  Valley,  CA, 
$1,427.54,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 

Klee,  MaA,  A.,  Lancaster,  CA,  $13,591.53, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 

Knopfler,  Susan,  Pinole,  CA,  $16,119.99, 

LIFE  CHIROTRACnC  COLLEGE-WEST, 

San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Kosak,  Jerome,  E.,  Fairfield,  CA,  $22,102.45, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1982. 

Kotsch,  Simone,  P..  Laguna  Niguel,  CA. 
$34,053.26.  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Kowalski,  Brian,  A.,  Newport  Beach,  CA, 
$7,437.10,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 

Kraetzer,  Nicholas,  San  Pedro.  CA,  $4,174.40, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIG.  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Kullrich,  Regan,  T.,  Bakersfield,  CA, 
$11,138.23,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1987. 

Lampman,  Chuck,  D.,  Fresno,  CA, 
$100,689.63,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles, 
CA,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Lark,  Steven,  J.,  Ventura,  CA,  $33,650.96, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Laik.,  Sharon,  A.,  Downey.  CA.  $33,040.19, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1989. 

Lawrence,  Donald,  R.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$27,606.19,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST.  San  Lorenzo.  CA. 
Chiropractic.  SEP.  1990. 

Leahy,  Joseph,  P.,  C^pbell,  CA,  $1,423.65, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OT  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Leconte,  Isabelle,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$33,146.17,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Legg,  William,  Q,  Stocktcm,  CA,  $56,254.76, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR.  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Lesko,  Andrew.  Orange,  CA.  $31,541.77,  LOS 
ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Levemier,  Laura,  A.,  Costa  Mesa,  CA, 
$39,662.03,  LIFE  CHIROTRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Lind.  Andrew,  S.,  Modesto,  CA,  $16,029.57, 
PALMER  CCH,LEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 


WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC, 
1986. 

Lindsay,  Kasey,  J.,  Palos  Verdes  Peninsu,  CA, 
$2,081.22,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Lodwig,  Michael,  J.,  Walnut  Creek,  CA, 
$14,872.70,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHlROPRACnC-WEST.  San  Jose.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Loewenstein,  Ronald,  K.,  Fremont,  CA, 
$42,034.38.  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Lopez,  Luis,  E.,  Palm  Desert,  CA,  $92,402.61, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Lowe,  Dane,  E.,  Poway,  CA,  $3,932.52, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JAN, 
1984. 

Lunceford,  Glenn,  W.,  Camarillo,  CA, 
$12,039.42,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Lyons,  Dorothy,  A.,  Coulterville,  CA, 
$24,819.29,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1989. 

MacDonald,  Brian,  A.,  Huntington  Beach, 

CA,  $16,229.64,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1983. 

Maddalone,  Dawn,  M.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$33,510.52,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Mahan,  Michael.  W.,  San  Mateo,  CA, 
$15,079.77,  UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1986. 

Mairet,  Alain,  A.,  Redwood  City,  CA, 
$46,277.10.  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Mannino,  Holly,  L,  Whittier,  CA,  $17,494.18, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Mansolino,  Anthony.  D.,  Carmel,  CA. 
$49,870.85.  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland,  OR. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1990. 

Mark,  Jeffrey,  Berkeley,  CA,  $77,093.70,  LOS 
ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR.  1987. 

Martello,  Daniel,  M.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$1,998.95,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Martin,  Kathleen,  L.,  Lakeside,  CA, 
$16,637.12,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Maynard,  Jennifer,  E.,  Glendora,  CA, 
$51,389.87,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Mays,  Kathryn,  M.,  Northridge,  CA, 
$57,349.80,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1988. 

McCracken,  Rosalind,  Oceanside,  CA, 
$16,901.88,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
CCM.LEGE-WEST.  San  Lorenzo,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 

McDonald,  Rotert,  C.,  Bakersfield,  CA, 
$35,570.73,  CLEVELAND  CHIROWIACTIC 


CLG  (MO).  Kansas  Qty,  MO.  Chiropractic, 
JUN.  1987. 

McGee,  Billie,  J.,  Thousand  Oaks,  CA, 
$26,325.52,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1984. 

McWilliams,  Wiliam,  B.,  Fremont.  CA, 
$77,611.03.  UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Meriott,  Robert,  B.,  San  Juan  Capistrano,  CA, 
$12,991.32,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Millar,  Mark,  A.,  Santa  Rosa,  CA,  $47,803.01. 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Miller,  Marilyn,  E.,  Redwood  Qty,  CA, 
$5,509.90,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo.  GA, 
Chiropractic.  OCT,  1985. 

Mitchell,  Ronald,  D..  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$17,902.26,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Mitchell,  Gregory,  W.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$93,483.30,  SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Molina,  Robert,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  $42,548.67, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1988. 

Monahan,  Michael,  L,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$41,725.89,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIQ  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1987. 

Moore,  Wesley.  B..  San  Jose,  CA,  $34,109.21, 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Moore,  Dennis,  J.,  Palm  Springs,  CA, 
$100,871.21,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Moreno,  Marty,  M.,  Carmichael,  CA, 
$23,812.49,  UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Morillas,  Anthony,  Carmichael,  CA, 
$18,790.54,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Morrow,  Karen,  M.,  Brentwood,  CA, 
$64,898.48,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Mullins,  Marilyn,  E.,  Anaheim,  CA, 
$43,966.85,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Murphy,  Marc,  A.,  Santa  Ana,  CA, 
$45,255.56,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic. 
SEP, 1984. 

Murphy,  Debbie,  C.,  0|ai,  CA,  $31,749.11, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC, 
1986. 

Nava),  Mehdi,  N.,  Alhambra,  CA,  $53,254.19, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera,  CA. 
Qiiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Nedelcove,  Deborah,  E,  Richmond,  CA, 
$19,318.55,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1987. 
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NichoUs.  Hilary, Carmel,  CA,  $29,942.85, 
LOGAN  COLLE(X  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO.  Chiropractic,  AIX>,  1985. 

Nixon,  Jeffrey,  L.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$72,609.44,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO.  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1987. 

Norris,  Scott,  M.,  Citrus  Heights,  CA, 
$51,989.74,  PALMER  COU^E  OF 
CHIROPRACnC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

O’Brien,  Milton,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$38,838.89,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenso,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

O’Conner,  John,  Bellflower,  CA,  $67,195.93, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  IffiC,  1983. 

Oberstein,  Lawrence,  B.,  Santa  Rosa,  CA, 
$24,700.36,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST.  San  Lorenzo,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Oranen,  David,  J..  Fair  Oaks,  CA,  $47,754.31, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Overman.  Kathleen.  M.,  Playa  Del  Rey,  CA, 
$20,654.33,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1984. 

Owen,  John,  S.,  Montebello,  CA,  $36,544.89, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO.  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1988. 

Owens,  Robert.  B.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$8,269.11,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1963. 

Pacheco,  Mark,  A.,  Stockton,  CA,  $35,118.21, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 

Pallas,  James,  M.,  Temecula,  CA,  $58,534.46, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier.  CA,  Chirofnactic,  APR,  1986. 

Palumo,  Frank,  N.,  San  Fernando,  CA, 
$19,025.67,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
AUG,  1988. 

Pankey,  John,  R..  Newark,  CA.  $25,173.46, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC, 
1988. 

Parker,  Brian,  T.,  San  Fernando,  CA, 
$22,532.16,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1988. 

Parnell,  Aaron.  L..  San  Mateo,  CA, 
$34,021.92,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1986. 

Parrish,  Mary.  Claire,  Carmel,  CA, 

$38,954.38,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC-WEST.  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Pascal,  David,  S.,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  $3,229.33, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Loa  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Perez,  Jesus.  V.,  Pomona,  CA,  $67,769.21, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA.  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 

Pham,  Greg,  N..  Santa  Ana,  CA,  $53,822.83. 
SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Pierson,  Stuart,  D.,  Alameda,  CA,  $26,729.13, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 


Plevin,  Rachelh,  Guemeville,  CA,  $62,481.52, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE- WEST, 

San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic.  SEP,  1987. 

Portugal,  Gilbert,  M.,  Lakewood,  CA, 
$1,983.16,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Postulka,  Perry,  D.,  La  Mesa,  CA,  $19,498.34, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Pride,  Marcus,  O.,  Carson.  CA,  $68,600.42, 
SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Prom,  Van,  Sieng,  Stockton.  CA,  $37,957.29, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lmenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1990. 

Pugh,  Christopher,  M..  Cnes,  CA,  $39,820.84, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST.  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC, 
1987. 

Radetic,  Pete,  M.,  Pleasant  Hill,  CA, 
$36,382.16,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Rahn,  Roger,  S.,  Agoura,  CA,  $70,995.56,  LOS 
ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Ramsey,  Debora,  A.,  Littlerock,  CA, 
$28,163.32,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA.  Chiropractic. 
DEC,  1985. 

Ranney,  Keith,  A.,  FPO  San  Francisco,  CA. 
$66,688.47,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO.  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1988. 

Ratliff,  Cynthia,  A.,  Santa  Cruz,  CA, 
$44,419.79,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST.  San  Jose.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Rayas-Felix,  Magdalena,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$15,241.06,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  WhitHer,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Redd,  Timothy,  J.,  La  Verne,  CA, 

$110,658.19,  SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Reed,  Robert,  W.,  San  Bernardino,  CA, 
$46,960.51,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JAN.  1989. 

Reilly,  Ann,  M.,  Albany,  CA,  $21,792.19, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE- WEST. 
San  Lorenm,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Reuer,  Dennis,  M.,  Paradise,  CA,  $2,289.79, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Rice,  Greg,  W.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$22,650.39,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC- WEST.  San  Jose.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Richardson,  Justin,  W.,  Northridge,  CA, 
$9,394.12,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1984. 

Richins,  Craig,  H.,  Fresno,  CA,  $62,730.14, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  NOV,  1984. 

Rios,  Emanuel,  J..  San  Gabriel,  CA, 
$40,448.51,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG.  1988. 

Rodriguez,  J.,  H.,  La  Mirada,  CA,  $55,897.87, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic.  APR,  1987. 


Rogers,  Guy,  A.,  BakOTsfield,  CA,  $53,802.77, 
SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIRCR’RACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1990. 

Roma,  Ann.  Felton,  CA,  $63,425.11,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

OCT,  1987. 

Romo,  Glen,  A..  Bellflower,  CA.  $5,292.43, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Rood,  Lary,  W.,  Bai^ow,  CA,  $20,934.64, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR.  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1983. 

Rosenfeld,  Jeffre,  B.,  sianta  Monica,  CA, 
$40,101.60,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1987, 

Ross,  William,  L,  Ventura,  CA,  $40,880.83, 
SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic.  MAY,  1987. 

Ross,  Robert,  L..  Tustin,  CA.  $3,054.76,  UFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA.  Chiropractic, 

JAN,  1983. 

Rowley,  Dianne,  R.,  Saratoga,  CA, 

$39,173.18,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC-WEST.  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic.  DEC,  1987. 

Royal,  Don,  Q,  Newport  Beach,  CA, 
$26,522.56,  NA'HONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Lombard,  IL. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1982. 

Rude,  Keimon,  K.,  Pasadena,  CA.  $30,193.16, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Ruiz,  Henry,  S.,  Gustine,  CA,  $107,195.93, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA.  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Russell,  Michael,  D.,  Salinas,  CA,  $37,136.26, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Sacristan,  Juan,  F.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$16,733.40,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST.  San  Jose.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Sanchez,  Don,  Rocklin.  CA,  $3,653.39, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982. 

Sargent,  John,  F.,  Temple  City,  CA, 
$63,187.02,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Schanaker,  David,  L.,  Stinson  Beach,  CA, 
$47,136.43,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Schear,  Darrell,  Laguna  Niguel,  CA, 
$123,575.81,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE.  Los  Angeles, 
CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC.  1984. 

Schluter,  Lyle.  C.,  ^noma,  CA,  $31,403.51, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIG- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JAN, 
1984. 

Schluter,  Kathleen,  H.,  Sonoma,  CA, 
$22,802.29,  UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Schow,  Kenneth.  M..  Huntington  Beach,  CA, 
$28,984.07,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC.  1982. 

Schwartz,  Gerald.  C..  Thousand  Oaks,  CA, 
$66,974.58.  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
SEP, 1986. 
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Scott,  John,  E.,  Ceres,  CA,  $111,755.83, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP, 
1985. 

Segall,  Kenneth,  I.,  San  Fernando,  CA, 
$16,966.12,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JUN,  1986. 

Serratos,  Ernesto,  Laguna  Hills,  CA, 
$49,327.92,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Sessions,  Scott,  M.,  Livermore,  CA, 

$6,827.86,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Shackles.  Darla,  G.,  Pinole,  CA,  $9,524.44, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 

San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Sharkey,  Vincent,  J.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$4,287.84,  UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Shaw,  Adam,  Sausalito,  CA,  $52,754.17, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN, 
1987. 

Sheridan,  Kenneth,  R.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$8,651.33,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
AUG,  1990. 

I  Sibley,  Jane,  E„  Whittier,  CA,  $56,664.73, 

LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Signore,  Joseph,  Yorba  Linda,  CA, 

$87,703.35,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1991. 

Simon,  Greg,  L,  Fallbrook,  CA,  $36,012.41, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Simovi^,  Paul.  N.,  Huntington  Beach,  CA, 
$23,620.20,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Sims,  Bryan,  L..  Loma  Linda,  CA,  $30,508.12, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Slusher,  Stephen,  L.,  Tustin,  CA,  $55,119.20, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Smith,  Steven,  K.,  Venice,  CA,  $49,711.88, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Smith,  Carl,  A.,  Garden  Grove,  CA, 
$95,858.56,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1989. 

Smith,  Robert,  L.,  Ventura,  CA,  $44,516.76, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles.  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Smith,  Pamela,  R.,  Riverside,  CA,  $42,162.53, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles.  CA.  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Smith,  Rusty,  A.,  Santa  Barbara,  CA, 
$3,470.40,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST.  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Snodgrass,  Clifton,  R..  San  Diego,  CA, 
$29,257.86,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Souza,  Robert,  L.,  Hawthorne,  CA, 
$99,366.00,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 


Spagna,  Angela,  N.,  Glendale,  CA, 

$70,514.07,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1987. 

Springfield,  Teddy,  C.,  El  Toro,  CA, 
$24,226.21,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1984. 

Stalker,  James,  W.,  Dublin,  CA,  $16,050.71, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY, 

1983. 

Stanfield,  Barbara,  Ann,  Upland,  CA, 
$15,697.46,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Starr,  John,  Bakersfield,  CA,  $15,661.47, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  JUL,  1987. 

Stevens,  Milton,  W..  Pittsburg,  CA, 
$107,514.27,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Stevens,  Tamara,  S.,  Hayward,  CA, 
$91,084.69,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Stevens,  Michael,  N.,  San  Jose,  CA, 
$40,402.07,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Stevens,  Don,  M.,  Sacramento,  CA, 
$130,656.39,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Stewart,  Jeannine,  Lee,  Newport  Beach,  CA, 
$14,573.38,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Stiga,  John,  P.,  Santa  Cruz,  CA,  $7,068.39, 
LII^  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  K^R,  1982. 

Stone,  Cheryl,  K.,  Mojave,  CA,  $6,773.98, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Stroup,  Jolm,  P.,  Tracy,  CA,  $35,790.48, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Studer,  Jonathan,  V.,  San  Jose,  CA, 
$36,593.30,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Sullivan  III,  Joseph,  C.,  Burbank,  CA, 
$51,691.07,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Sutton,  Brian,  L.,  Laguna  Hills,  CA, 
$48,227.72,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1986. 

Tamimi,  Musa,  A.,  Panorama  City,  CA. 
$10,993.64,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1988. 

Tarvin,  Kerry,  D.,  Yuba  City,  CA,  $84,885.18, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  SEP.  1987. 

Taylor.  Julie.  A.,  Glendale,  CA,  $28,151.96, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA.  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Terry,  William,  H.,  San  Marcos,  CA, 
$55,605.11,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Teter,  Steven,  B.,  San  Leandro,  CA, 
$2,964.42,  WESTERN  STATES 


CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1983. 

Theobald,  Richard,  C.,  El  Cajon,  CA, 
$33,445.83,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP.  1988. 

Thompson,  Doandl,  H.,  Penngrove,  CA, 
$7,090.44,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Thompson,  James,  D.,  Fair  Oaks,  CA, 
$102,688.00,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Thornton,  James,  G.,  Nevada  City,  CA, 
$3,433.78,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  FEB,  1983. 

Todd,  Michael,  W.,  Visalia,  CA,  $69,788.70, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Toumayants,  Krikor,  D.,  San  Bernardino,  CA, 
$88,725.20,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Tran,  Tien,  A.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 

$32,456.11,  UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1990. 

Tuboden,  Shannon.  L.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$11,221.97,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1987. 

Turner,  Nancy,  A.,  Whittier,  CA,  $14,590.86, 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Tyler,  John,  R.,  Montebello,  CA,  $93,197.56, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1990. 

Van  Gorder,  Kurt,  F.,  Carlsbad,  CA, 
$48,390.20,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1989. 

Van  Hovel,  Nona,  Concord,  CA,  $68,302.83, 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Van  Olphen,  Anneka,  M.,  Berkeley,  CA, 
$74,628.11,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Vardanian,  Michael,  A.,  Riverside,  CA, 
$42,905.18,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Vareles,  Richard,  A.,  Canoga  Park,  CA, 
$44,758.41,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Vassallo,  Deborah,  D.,  Pleasanton,  CA, 
$93,236.26,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Vega,  Javier.  J..  Pasadena,  CA,  $10,595.36, 
SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1986. 

Vernon,  David,  W.,  Cardiff  by  the  Sea,  CA, 
$6,591.29,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1982. 

Viloria-Else,  Jenifer,  A.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$69,764.71,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC.  1987. 

Vlaskovich  Jr.,  William,  Los  Gatos,  CA, 
$87,569.69,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
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CHIROn<ACTlC-WBST.  San  Jose.  CA. 
CSiiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Walls,  )an,  D.,  San  Benardino,  CA, 
$76,099.09,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Wanke,  Glenn,  P.,  Yorba  Linda,  CA, 
$76,880.65,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OP 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Ward,  Ktichael,  L,  San  Prandsoo.  CA, 
$37,261.88,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OP 
CHIROPRACnC-WBST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 

Warner,  Rick,  A.,  Santa  Monica,  CA, 
$43,235.79,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1983. 

Warner,  Brent,  J.,  Oceanside,  CA,  $54,191.55, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chirq[iractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Webster,  Melinda, ).,  Santa  Qara,  CA, 
$64,767.81,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic.  SEP,  1988. 

Wd)6ter  III,  Richard.  O.,  Santa  Clara,  CA, 
$17,218.29,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHlROPRACnC-WEST,  San  Jose.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Weiss.  Gwenn,  M.,  San  Diego.  CA, 
$24,382.78,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Whitaker.  Jeffiey,  L.,  Livemuue,  CA, 
$62,623.25,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Ixxenzo,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN.  1985. 

White.  Judith,  U.,  Costa  Mesa.  CA, 
$17,520.05,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  FEB.  1985. 

Whittle^.  B.J.,  Oakland,  CA,  $22,468.32, 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 


Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Wiegand,  Paul,  J.,  Esrandido,  CA, 
$26,697.36,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Wilkins,  Ellison,  Manhattan  Beach,  CA, 
$32,656.97,  LOS  ANQELES  CLG  OF 
CHlROPRACnC,  Whittier.  CA. 


Yarchover,  Richard,  M.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$17,399.31,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OP 
CHIROraACTlC,  Whittier,  CA, 

Chiro{»8Ctic,  APR,  1987. 

Yates.  Jay.  M.,  Corona  Del  Mar,  CA, 
$88,286.78,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OP 
CHROPRACnC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Yates,  Timothy,  J.,  Saint  Helena,  CA, 
$43,782.83,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lcnenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1985. 

Zeitsaff,  Deborah,  Santa  Ana,  CA,  $13,295.98, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose.  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN. 
1984. 

Zydervelt,  Hannah,  W.,  Pacific  Grove,  CA, 
$33,755.74,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Zydervelt,  Thomas,  H.,  Pacific  Grove,  CA, 
$18,038.96,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Abendan,  Marilou.  S.,  Berkeley,  CA, 
$41,893.22.  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alamenda,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUN.  1988. 

Amaya,  Abraham,  Long  Beach,  CA, 
$10,653.87,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  AlhamlHa,  CA,  Qinical  Ps]rchology, 
AMI,  1988. 

ArchilMld,  Sarah,  L.  San  Di^o,  CA. 
$5,808.93,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
MAY.  1987. 

Beckw,  Julie,  A.,  San  Diego,  CA,  $112,340.12, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH,  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  SEP,  1987. 

Blitman,  Faith,  M.,  Ramona,  CA,  $48,282.29, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY..  San 


Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUL, 
1989. 

Cadavid-Hannon,  Ester,  B.,  Culver  City.  CA. 
$36,878.95,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
JUL,  1988. 

Chun,  John,  H..  La  Mesa,  CA,  $40,606.26, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology.  SEP,  1988. 
Corwin,  Mary,  Q,  Modesto,  CA,  $19,707.11, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
Fresno,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  AUG, 

1986. 

Cowan.  Eugenia,  D.,  Sacramento,  CA, 
$12,824.39.  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
DEC,  1987. 

Cummins,  Sharon,  E.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$64,948.20,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego.  CA,  Qinical  Psychology. 
DEC,  1988. 

Davis,  Claire,  L,  Pasadena,  CA,  $20,059.34, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
Alhambra,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology,  JUN, 

1987. 

Don-Pedro,  Eric,  G.,  Fresno,  CA,  $37,667.40, 
ILUNOIS  SCH  PROFESSIONAL 
PSYQKXOG,  Chicago.  IL,  Qinical 
Psychology,  NOV,  1984. 

Epperson,  Elaine,  C.,  La  Jolla,  CA, 
$39,409.54,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 


PSY..  San  Diego,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
MAY,  1987. 

Fiugason,  Margaret,  A.,  Poway,  CA, 

$50,288.98,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
JUN,  1984. 

Gdlnaith,  Corirme,  R.,  Escondido,  CA, 
$51,986.05,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
JUL,  1987. 

Gaston,  Patricia,  S.,  San  Juan  Capistrano,  CA, 
$125,166.53,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
MAY,  1987. 

Gay,  Baruch,  D.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 

$27,096.86,  UNIV  OF  DENVER,  Denver. 

CO,  Clinical  Psychology,  NOV,  1984. 
Gonzalez,  Maria,  R..  Santa  Paula,  CA, 
$2,295.61,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Frerao,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 

JUN.  1990. 

Gonzalez,  Rocio,  R.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$44,111.06,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF, 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
JUL.  1987. 

Gonzalez,  Gerardo,  M.,  Fresno,  CA, 

$1,936.31,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Fresno,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
AUG,  1989. 

Gullotta,  Geraldine,  P.,  Escondido,  CA, 
$44,583.38,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF, 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
AUG,  1986. 

Harris,  Carole,  I.,  San  Diego,  CA,  $19,633.87, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Di^o,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1986. 
Herrington,  Robert,  L.,  San  Diego.'CA, 
$7,810.50,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUN,  1990. 

Jacobs,  Delores,  A.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$65,265.65,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
MAY.  1989. 

King,  Gloria,  San  Leandro,  CA,  $14,513.27, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
Alamenda,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN, 
1990. 

Larson,  Leslie,  A.,  Pasadena,  CA,  $44,666.85, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
Alhambra,  CA.  Clinical  Psychology,  JUL, 

1989. 

Lender.  Joyce,  A.,  Anaheim,  CA,  $120,077.39, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
Alhambra,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology,  JUL, 

1988. 

Loranger,  Paul,  G.,  Huntington  Beach,  CA. 
$46,863.52,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUL,  1988. 

Lyons,  Lawrence,  G.,  Del  Mar,  CA, 
$18,646.73,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUL,  1983. 

Mackabee,  L,  Mildred,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$49,877.09,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
MAY,  1990. 

Maiiuoci,  Julie,  A.,  Lafayette,  CA,  $31,754.64, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
Alamenda,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology,  JUN, 

1990. 

McCauI,  Brad,  J..  Red  Bluff,  CA,  $48,352.09, 
CAUFCMtNlA  SQL  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA.  Qinical  Psychology,  JUL,  1984. 
McDiarmid,  Jim,  M..  Uvingston,  CA, 
$5,059.32.  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 


Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Willard,  Teresa,  D.,  Lawndale,  CA,  $7,422.41 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 
Williams,  Carlo,  F.,  Aptos,  CA,  $8,181.66, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 


Davenport,  LA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1982. 
Williams,  Duane,  A.,  Uvermore,  CA, 
$41,925.65,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  LA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Winter,  John,  I^.  Pacoima,  CA,  $41,926.92, 


LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JULi,  1988. 


Wolff,  Keimeth,  M..  San  Marcos,  CA, 
$17,766.23,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Wood,  Barbara,  D.,  Menlo  Park,  CA. 
$21,381.74,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC-WEST.  San  Joae,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 


San  Lorenzo.  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 
Wibbels,  Keith,  B.,  Visalia,  CA.  $6,899.76, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN, 


Diego.  CA,  Qinical  Psychology.  OCT,  1986. 
Block,  R.,  Kayla,  Van  Nuys,  CA,  $71,523.58, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
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PSY.,  Fresno,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 

JUN,  1987. 

McGregor  Jr.,  Floyd,  A.,  Long  Beach,  CA, 
$35,595.09,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Qinical  Psychology, 
AUG.  1987. 

Michael,  Jose,  E.,  San  Diego,  CA,  $35,593.11. 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1983. 

Monochs-Behman,  Patricia,  A.,  Los  Angeles. 
CA.  $40,360.17,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF 
PROF.  PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical 
Psychology,  APR,  1987. 

Musquiz,  Elizabeth,  A.,  Monterey,  CA, 
$5,552.36,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUN.  1987. 

Ogawa,  Hideyo,  San  Jose,  CA,  $46,082.87, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1986. 

Perez,  Mary,  Ellen,  Sierra  Madre,  CA, 
$23,001.03,  FULLER  THEOLOGICAL 
SEMINARY,  Pasadena,  CA,  Clinical 
Psychology,  APR,  1986. 

Perlman,  Mitchel,  D.,  La  Jolla,  CA, 

$31,542.35,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUN.  1986. 

Perry.  William,  I.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$49,818.53,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
OCT,  1987. 

Phillips.  John,  T.,  Oakhurst,  CA,  $53,139.08, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 

Fresno.  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  OCT, 
1986. 

Porter,  Temille,  Altadena,  CA,  $36,666.81, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JAN,  1986. 

Pust,  Keith,  W.,  Fullerton,  CA,  $32,471.59, 
BIOLA  UNIVERSITY.  U  Mirada.  CA. 
Qinical  Psychology,  JUL,  1986. 

Reh,  Kurt.  L,  Corona.  CA,  $16,870.89,  BIOLA 
UNIVERSITY.  La  Mirada.  CA.  Clinical 
Psychology,  MAY,  1986. 

Reid,  Adrienne,  L.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$129,245.90,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUN,  1986. 

Rivas,  Mary,  L,  Artesia,  CA,  $8,811.47,  UNIV 
OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES,  North  Chicago.  IL, 
Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1989. 

Sattler,  Howard,  L.,  La  Mesa,  CA,  $9,910.78, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1986. 

Scherr,  Mary,  H.,  Oceanside,  CA, 

$120,281.04,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUN.  1986. 

Smukler,  Evie,  L.,  West  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$17,022.19,  CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUL,  1987. 

Spenser,  Angela,  C.,  Oceanside,  CA, 
$97,375.73,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUN.  1988. 

Stanford,  Jeanne,  A.,  Santa  Monica,  CA, 
$11,578.83,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUL.  1987. 

Stark.  Joan,  T..  San  Marcos,  CA,  $53,152.74, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1984. 

Steder,  Sandra,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$31,609.02,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 


PSY.,  Alamenda,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
MAR.  1986. 

Stevenson,  Teresa,  M.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$14,176.04,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUL,  1986. 

Talarico,  Richard,  J.,  North  Hollywood,  CA, 
$78,041.05,  CAUFORNIA  .SCH,  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
SEP.  1986. 

Valla,  Susan,  A.,  Santa  Monica,  CA, 
$75,713.96,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
MAY.  1986. 

Veliquette,  John,  D.,  Mission  Viejo,  CA, 
$132,942.30.  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUN,  1986. 

Venners,  Angela,  M.,  Signal  Hill,  CA, 
$5,962.30,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Alhambra,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUL,  1986. 

Wolter,  Carl,  F.,  Altadena,  CA,  $39,325.88, 
FULLER  THEOLOGICAL  SEMINARY. 
Pasadena,  CA.  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN, 
1985. 

Yurkovich,  Mark,  R.,  Temple  City,  CA, 
$31,524.86,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  Fresno,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 

JUN,  1989. 

Dentistry 

Archuleta,  Jamie,  D.,  Ontario,  CA, 

$24,302.59,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1989. 
Arms,  Derek,  A.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 

$19,073.05,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987, 

Ash  Slayter,  Carolyn,  M.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$165,077.85,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
DEC,  1990. 

Baisch,  Joan,  D.,  Dana  Point,  CA,  $39,004.19, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Dentistry.  MAY,  1986. 

Baker,  Walter,  A.,  Vallejo,  CA,  $252,384.17, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1982. 

Battrell,  Timothy,  G.,  Port  Hueneme,  CA, 
$78,129.05,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1980. 
Belnap,  Timothy,  M.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$40,706.84,  EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta. 
GA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Berry,  Scott,  T.,  Ventura,  CA,  $116,074.86, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Dentistry.  MAY,  1984. 

Berthelsen,  Roger,  L.,  Palm  Springs,  CA, 
$142,929.91,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1982. 
Blackmon  Jr.,  Lawrence,  B..  Riverside,  CA, 
$126,596.17,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Borden,  Mark,  G.,  Modesto,  CA,  $131,436.78, 
LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO.  Maywood, 
IL,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Brodie,  Douglas,  K.,  Loma  Linda,  CA, 
$163,847.42,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1987. 
Buckendahl,  William,  G.,  Santa  Maria,  CA, 
$86,192.83,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1985. 
Burgueno,  Michael,  R.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$32,094.20,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN 
FRANQSCO,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN.  1983. 


Butko,  Nathaniel,  K.,  Gardena,  CA, 
$39,093.25,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY.  1990. 

Buzby,  Brenda,  Bakersfield,  CA,  $25,356.58, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Cadalso,  Robert,  Garden  Grove,  CA, 
$13,124.51,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN.  1982. 

Calhoun,  Michael,  W.,  Palm  Springs,  CA, 
$126,849.15,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1986. 

Call,  Stephen,  C.,  Clearlake  Oaks,  CA, 
$7,036.98,  UNIV  OF  THE  PAQFIC,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Carter,  Thomas,  L.,  Ventura,  CA,  $87,033.98, 
ORAL  ROBERTS  UNIV.  Tulsa,  OK, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Chapman,  Rocky,  C.,  Upland,  CA, 

$12,697.51,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN.  1981. 

Christensen,  Heidi,  L.,  Colton,  CA, 
$47,897.54,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit, 
Ml,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Christianson,  Robbin,  K.,  Cherry  Valley,  CA, 
$4,175.03,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Ixrma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 

Claibomeo,  Beverly,  Hayward,  CA, 
$63,441.20,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Clifford,  l^wrence.  Kenneth,  Riverside,  CA, 
$33,104.21,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  SEP,  1980. 

Crim,  Diana,  C.,  Long  Beach,  CA,  $7,810.88, . 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS  ANGELES, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Cruz,  Rosiemaric,  M.,  Long  Beach,  CA, 
$3,874.12,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS 
ANGELES,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN.  1988. 

Cutts,  David,  P.,  Temecula,  CA,  $39,830.79, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Day,  Mitchell,  B.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$6,560.66,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN 
FRANQSCO,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN.  1982. 

De  Lappe,  Elizabeth,  San  Jose,  CA, 
$19,277.84,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1985. 

DeCook,  Edward,  Wilmington,  CA, 
$73,822.54,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA.  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN,  1982. 

Demetrakopulos,  Pauline,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$117,697.12,  UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 

Devigne,  Kent,  S.,  Areata,  CA,  $171,420.28, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Dove,  Edward,  E.,  Northridge,  CA, 
$15,603.81,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Dunbar,  James,  P.,  Folsom,  CA,  $5,938.00, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC.  San  Francisco. 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 

Edwards,  Steven,  J.,  Dana  Point,  CA, 
$157,214.88,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN.  1986. 

Eslao,  Caesar,  G..  Carson,  CA,  $57,776.21, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1990. 
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Evans,  Derick,  L.,  Fresno,  CA,  $24,052.03, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry,  DEC,  1987. 

Evans,  Richard,  B.,  Fallbrook,  CA, 

$21 ,406.41,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 
Foroutanzad,  John,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$202,916.06,  UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Frier,  James,  W.,  Jackson,  CA,  $19,412.18, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Fuentes,  Francisco,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$19,055.97,  CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE 
SCHOOL,  Omaha,  N'E,  Dentistry,  MAY. 
1985. 

Gabriel,  Tony,  D.,  Glendale,  CA.  $50,307.79. 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 
WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Gallas,  John,  S.,  Belmont,  CA,  $34,575.80. 
LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO.  Maywood, 
IL,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Garrity,  Michael,  J.,  San  Bernardino,  CA, 
$63,409.45,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1983. 
Georgeson,  Ronald,  M.,  Kerman,  CA, 
$171,681.84,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda.  CA,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1984. 
Goldman,  Morton,  H.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$11,364.67,  WEST  VIRGINIA  UNIV, 
Morgantown,  WV,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1985. 
Gonzales,  Edward,  J.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$144,243.55,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 
Gonzalez  Donnelly,  D.,  Helena,  CA, 
$153,524.06,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
Greene,  David,  A.,  Santa  Maria,  CA, 
$173,174.32,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Griego,  Paul,  E.,  Lancaster,  CA,  $4,917.05, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN  FRANCISCO. 
San  Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  FEB,  1987. 
Gyaami,  Opanin,  N.,  Grand  Terrace,  CA, 
$226,093.07,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1983. 
Hempel,  Jei&ey,  D.,  Burbank,  CA,  $26,079.48, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1980. 

Herber,  Erich,  W.,  Loma  Linda,  CA, 
$154,134.04,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Herber,  Harry,  A.,  Pismo  Beach,  CA, 
$27,489.25,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Hill,  David,  L.,  San  Jose,  CA,  $33,793.52, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston,  MA. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Hurley,  Ronnie,  L.,  Carlsbad,  CA, 
$130,686.00,  WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Husbands,  Michael,  L,  Chino,  CA, 
$142,539.70,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  SEP,  1983. 
Jones,  Brady,  J.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$200,980.24,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1985. 
Joseph,  Arthur.  S.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$28,877.97,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
FEB,  1989. 

Kauhnan,  Stephen,  N.,  Diamond  Bar,  CA, 
$99,065.29,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland.  OH.  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1989. 


Kent,  Donald,  E.,  Fresno,  CA,  $132,432.85, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Kerstetter,  Gary,  A.,  Vista,  CA,  $98,025.97, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Dentistry,  SEP,  1983. 

Kim,  Sung,  O.,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  $67,499.06, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Kim,  Kwang,  Jin,  Irvine,  CA,  $54,763.30, 

UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Koshman,  Brent,  D.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$53,220.65,  UNIV  OF  THE  PAQFIC,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1982. 

Kuhlmay,  Klaus,  G.,  Inverness,  CA, 
$10,963.81,  EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta. 
GA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Kurts,  Tedd,  R.,  Santa  Clara,  CA,  $31,631.89, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Lemelle  Love,  Sheila,  A.,  West  Covina,  CA, 
$82,848.15,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
EffiC,  1988. 

Lim,  Jhang,  H.,  Anaheim,  CA,  $91,978.92, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Lindsay,  Richard,  W.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$59,876.58,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 

Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Luckey,  John,  Manley,  La  Jolla,  CA, 
$80,169.37,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda.  CA,  Dentistry,  FEB,  1983. 

Marshall,  Dauna,  M.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$66,100.21,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

McKinley,  Robert,  M.,  Newport  Beach,  CA, 
$9,666.62,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
MAY.  1985. 

McLaughlin,  Harry,  L.,  Glendora,  CA. 
$11,430.13,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUL.  1984. 

McReynolds,  William,  D.,  Del  Mar,  CA, 
$42,685.42,  UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  NOV,  1985. 

Medina,  Jacqueline,  Inglewood,  CA, 
$14,761.64,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN 
FRANCISCX),  San  Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN,  1981. 

Memmott,  Dana,  B.,  Signal  Hill,  CA, 
$10,320.11,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN,  1984. 

Miklos,  Kenneth,  E.,  Oceanside,  CA, 
$61,555.10,  UNIV  OF  THE  PAaFlC,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1983. 

Miller,  William,  G.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$30,837.43.  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN, 
1985. 

Miller,  Guy,  M.,  Claremont,  CA,  $175,516.84, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1983. 

Moore,  Derek;  D.,  Santa  Ana,  CA,  $10,355.38, 
FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON  UNIV. 

Rutherford.  NJ,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Moulton,  Gregory,  B.,  Antioch,  CA, 
$37,076.88,  UNIV  OF  THE  PAaFIC,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  SEP,  1983. 

Mouton,  Marsha,  E..  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$32,811.55,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ 
CTR,  Houston.  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 


Nelson,  Dorothy,  S.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$56,213.81,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1987. 
Nguyen,  Kien,  Trinh,  San  Jose,  CA, 

$9,269.52,  VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH 
UNIV-MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1987. 

Nichols,  Marcus,  F.,  Culver  City,  CA, 
$38,118.02,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1984. 

Nielsen,  David,  D.,  Hemet,  CA,  $118,662.23, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1989. 

Nydegger,  Bradley,  S.,  Sacramento.  CA. 
$38,189  86,  UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFiC,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Penn,  Dennis,  F.,  Carlsbad,  CA,  $5,562.38, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1980. 

Petersen,  Kirk,  J.,  Long  Beach,  CA, 

$60,733.68,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston. 
MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Philip.  Jerel,  F.,  Pleasant  Hill,  CA, 
$163,941.76,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Porcaro,  Vincent,  J.,  Lake  Isabella,  CA. 
$161,763.75,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1982. 
Portales,  Ramon,  Redondo  Beach,  CA, 
$7,549.85,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY. 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Price,  Steven,  V.,  Carson,  CA,  $3,219.05, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS  ANGELES. 

Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 
Pryor  III,  Cornelius,  M.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$9,707.19,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  IXI,  Dentistry,  OCT,  1985. 
Rahmati,  Behnam,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$111,296.00,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUL.  1987. 

Ricciardi,  Mario,  J.,  Alhambra,  CA,  $1,986.93, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN  FRANQSCO. 
San  Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1980. 
Richardson,  Mark,  A.,  Bakersfield,  CA, 
$82,539.71,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 
Riter,  Cecil,  F.,  Wildomar,  CA,  $16,874.46, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Riveroy,  Isaac,  Walnut,  CA,  $107,018.89, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA. 
Dentistry,  JAN,  1989. 

Roberts,  Martha,  E.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$30,167,71,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN 
FRANQSCO,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN.  1982. 

Rocha,  Mark,  W.,  Anza,  CA,  $109,730.64, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Rucker,  David,  A.,  San  Carlos,  CA, 
$217,800.62,  UNIV  OF  THE  PAQFIC.  San 
Francisco,  GA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
Ruffner,  Timothy,  E.,  Redwood  Valley,  CA, 
$140,993.27,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
Rynders,  Arie,  BakersHeld,  CA,  $119,431.56, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 
Sandoval,  Evonne,  K..  Seal  Beach,  CA, 
$65,891.32,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 
Schneider  Jr.,  Harry,  M.,  Palm  Desert,  CA, 
$226,474.80.  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  MAR,  1985. 
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Sedehi,  Ahmad,  Baoondido,  CA,  $7,885.25, 
UNIV  OF  MED  a  DENT  OF  NJ-DENTAL, 
Newaih,  NJ,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Setien,  Anna,  M.,  Agoura  Hills,  CA, 
$30,116.66,  WASilNGTON  UNIV,  St. 

Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1989. 

Sevilla,  Dana,  M.,  Castro  Valley,  CA, 
$8,638.25,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN 
FRANQSOO,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry. 
JUN,  1988. 

Sevrean.  Joseph,  J..  Pomona,  CA,  $3,625.35, 
CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE  SCHOOL. 
Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1988. 

Shaw,  Michael,  P.,  Fremont,  CA, 

$101,005.91,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwatikee,  WI,  Dentistry.  JUN.  1983. 

Sheppherd,  Gordon,  L.,  Ceres,  CA. 

$58,840.37,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
APR.  1986. 

Shervin,  Amir.  R,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$49,054.83,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1965. 

Shinsato,  Wade,  A..  Sun  Valley,  CA. 
$13.18a78.  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA. 
Philadelphia.  PA.  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Silva,  Bradley,  K.,  San  Diego,  CA.  $67,180.00, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY.  New  York.  NY. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Snipes,  Steven,  C.  San  Marcos,  CA, 

$9,296.40,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFCMtNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA.  Dentistry, 
JUN.  1981. 

Snow,  Brian,  G..  Los  Angeles,  CA, 

$36,277.73,  GEORCXTOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY.  1985. 

Spencer,  Durwood,  BakersBeld,  CA, 
$58,718.11,  COLUMBIA  UNIV,  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Now  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN, 
1989. 

Stewart,  John,  R.,  Orange.  CA,  $9,503.72, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC,  San  Francisco, 

CA.  Dentistry,  JUN.  1965. 

Suh,  Hong,  5.,  Northridge,  CA,  $419.82, 

UNTV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNl  A,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Sullivan,  Preddis,  L.,  Oakland,  CA, 

$4,217.07,  UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO. 
Chicago,  IL,  Dentistry.  JUL,  1985. 

Swen,  J^n.  M.,  Orangevale,  CA,  $36,281.74, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Townsend,  Leo,  W.,  Elk  Grove,  CA, 
$48,228.71,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Tracy,  James,  M..  Santa  Rosa,  CA.  $42,022.14, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1979. 

Turner,  Portia,  O.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$4,913.75,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Valeton.  Francisco,  D.,  Sacramento,  CA. 
$18,973.76,  UNW  OF  CAUFORNIA-SAN 
FRANCISOD,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry, 
JUN.  1984. 

Vazagov,  Zachial,  A.,  San  Gdrriel,  CA, 
$143,897.78,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston, 
MA,  Dentistiy,  JUN,  1988. 

Vergara.  Steven,  D.,  Torrance,  CA, 

$15,519.41,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 

Warner,  Arthur,  G..  San  Jose,  CA,  $43,012.52, 
CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE  UNTV, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987, 


Weaver  Jr.,  James,  L..  Oakland,  CA, 
$112,481.41.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1984. 

Weems.  John,  R..  Visalia,  CA,  $68,586.69, 
EMORY  UNIVERSITY,  Atlanta.  GA. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1^6. 

Williams,  Kkk,  H.,  Los  Angeles,  CA. 
$74,555.30.  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Yauman,  Charles.  H.,  Mountain  View,  CA, 
$10,045.07.  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS 
ANGELES.  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry, 

JUL.  1985. 

Zachary,  Floyd.  E.,  Live  Oak,  CA,  $26,856.64, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Health  Administration 

Fleming,  Joseph,  J.,  Hajrward,  CA, 

$38,179.17.  TRINITY  UNIVERSITY,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Health  Administration,  JUN, 
1987. 

Montgomery.  Rita,  M,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$53,435.58,  TRINITY  UNIVERSITY,  San 
Antonio,  TX.  Health  Administration,  AUG, 
1986. 

Optometry 

Glick,  Stanley,  B.,  Pasadena,  CA,  $3,716.37, 
NEW  ENGLAND  COU.EGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston,  MA,  Optometry, 
NOV.  1981. 

Kurihara,  Janis,  I..  Santa  Ana,  CA, 

$22,651.30,  SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Fullerton,  CA,  Optometry, 
MAY,  1988. 

Litten-Reigel,  Laura,  L.,  Orange,  CA, 
$91,244.27,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Fullerton,  CA,  Optometry, 
MAY,  1989. 

Mast,  Barry,  C.,  Camarillo,  CA,  $31 ,883.15, 
SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY. 
Memphis,  TN,  Optometry,  JUN,  1986. 

Mayfield,  Sheryl,  A.,  San  Diego,  CA, 
$23,755.46,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Fullerton,  CA,  Optranetry, 
JUN.  1983. 

McWhinme  Jr.,  Claren,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$8,256.51,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Fullerton,  CA,  Optometry, 
JUN,  1983. 

Powell.  Reed.  M.,  Hesperia,  CA,  $10,607.99, 
ILLINOIS  COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY. 
Chicago,  IL,  Optometry,  JUN,  1980. 

Rossi,  John,  Anaheim,  CA,  $2,776.19, 
SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF  OPTOMETRY, 
Fullerton,  CA,  Optometry',  JUL,  1984. 

Schamel,  Lisa,  E.,  Long  Beach,  CA, 
$13,253.33,  ILLINOIS  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Chicago.  IL,  Optometry, 
JUL,  1987. 

Osteopathy 

Bendall,  Sherry,  A.,  Citrus  Heights,  CA, 
$137,107.76.  CLG  OF  OST  MEDIQNE  OF 
THE  PAQFIC,  Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1986. 

Cline,  Sherri,  L.,  Glendale,  CA,  $5,366.30, 
TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED.  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy.  MAY.  1988. 

Crosby,  Daniel,  W.,  Upland,  CA,  $5,372.25, 
CLG  OF  OST  MEDICINE  OF  THE  PACIFIC, 
Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy.  OCT,  1983. 

Disanto,  Vinson,  M.,  Del  Mar,  CA. 
$29,598.91,  PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF 
OST  MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Osteopathy. 
JUN,  1987. 


Fantauzzi,  Mark,  R.,  Ben  Lomond,  CA, 
$174,339.37,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Des  Moines.  lA. 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1990. 

Gamer,  Gregg,  R.,  San  Diego,  CA,  $45,486.45, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  ft 
SURGERY.  Tulsa.  OK.  Osteopathy.  JUN. 
1986. 

Hoangxuan,  Tuan,  A.,  APO  San  Francisco, 

CA,  $11,419.51,  CLG  OF  OST  MEDICINE 
OF  THE  PACIFIC.  Pomona,  CA, 

Osteopathy,  JUN,  1991. 

Lane,  Richard,  S..  South  Pasadena,  CA, 
$40376.33.  CLG  OF  OST  MEDIQNE  OF 
THE  PAaFlC,  Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1986. 

Littlebird,  FmTest.  D..  Laguna  Beach,  CA, 
$20,367.48,  TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
MED,  Fort  Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  MAY. 
1989. 

Marshall,  William,  E..  Thousand  Oaks,  CA, 
$128,335.20,  CLG  OF  OST  MEDIQNE  OF 
THE  PACIFIC,  Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN.  1988. 

Maynard,  Charles,  D..  El  Cajon,  CA, 
$11,946.41,  CLG  OF  OST  MEDICINE  OF 
THE  PAQFIC,  Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy, 
JUL.  1984. 

Mitchell,  Ralph,  A.,  Alta  Loma,  CA, 
$69,958.34,  CLG  OF  OST  MEDIQNE  OF 
THE  PAQFIC.  Pranona,  CA,  Osteopathy, 
MAY,  1988. 

Neff,  Ronald,  J.,  Thousand  Oaks,  CA. 
$129,610.72,  PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE 
OF  OST  MED.  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1985. 

Poljan,  Mary,  K.,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  $8,481.09, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV.  East  Lansii^, 

MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1689. 

Rudolph,  Paul,  P..  La  Verne,  CA, 

$208,168.01,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Osteopathy, 
JUN.  1985. 

Urbach,  Mark,  J.,  Culver  City,  CA, 
$111,468.56,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV. 
ElA  Lansing,  MI.  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1985. 

Pharmacy 

Anthony,  Steven,  M.,  San  Bernardino,  CA. 
$15,365.40,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CAUFORNIA.  Los  Angeles,  CA.  Pharmacy, 
MAY.  1986. 

Dare,  Clement,  D..  Oakland,  CA,  $37,302.31, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PAQFIC,  Stockton,  CA. 
Pharmacy,  APR.  1989. 

Espinosa,  Sylvia,  L.,  La  Habra,  CA,  $8,991.57, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORiNIA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1989. 

Frick,  Deborah,  M.,  Santa  Ana,  CA, 
$21,323.57,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CAUFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Pharmacy, 
MAY.  1989. 

Garrett,  Deborah,  J.,  Sacrammrto,  CA, 

$229.61,  UNIV  OF  THE  PAQHC,  Stockton. 
CA,  Pharmacy,  DEC,  1988. 

Gonzalez,  Carol,  M..  Los  Angeles,  CA. 
$4,146.82,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Pharmacy, 
MAY.  1986. 

Hahemieh-Estes,  Simi,  Sherman  Oaks,  CA, 
$11,621.68,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  Oklahoma  Qty.  OK, 
Pharmacy.  MAY.  1990. 

Lee,  Azzlee,  Los  Angeles,  CA.  $7,786.08, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Pharmacy,  JUL,  1980. 
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Martin,  Steven,  A.,  Malibu,  CA,  $27,967.00, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY,  Atlanta,  GA, 
Pharmacy,  AUG,  1989. 

Moini,  Ktan,  Emeryville,  CA,  $3,811.56, 

UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Pharmacy,  SEP,  1990. 
Omoregie,  Samuel,  1.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$41,336.90,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  Pharmacy, 
MAY,  1988. 

Osayanren,  Matthew,  Los  Angeles,  CA. 
$51,344.47,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Pharmacy, 
MAY.  1987. 

Ramos,  Juliana,  Bellflower.  CA,  $36,988.19, 
MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF  PHARMACY. 
Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  MAY.  1983. 

Souw.  Elizabeth,  B.,  Foster  City,  CA, 
$6,269.27,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Pharmacy, 
JUN,  1985. 

Taylor,  Roger,  A.,  Foster  City,  CA, 

$45,964.04,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  Boston.  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUL, 

1984. 

Tran,  Ba,  D.,  Milpitas,  CA,  $4,922.30, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Pharmacy,  MAY,  1988. 

Williams,  Patricia,  M.,  Riverside,  CA, 
$8,514.18,  DRAKE  UNIVERSITY,  Des 
Moines,  lA,  Pharmacy,  DEC,  1979. 

Zalez,  Carol,  M.,  Glendale,  CA,  $13,830.16, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC.  Stockton,  CA. 
Pharmacy,  APR,  1987. 

Podiatry 

Anderson,  Sharon,  R.,  Orange,  CA, 
$43,256.39,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 

1986. 

Araghiniknam,  Mohsen,  La  Verne,  CA, 
$19,687.30,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA, 
Podiatry,  AUG,  1989. 

Arnold,  Eugene,  Q,  Vacaville,  CA, 
$47,392.11,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL.  Podiatry.  JUN. 

1984. 

Bahem  Jr.,  Ralston,  H.,  Citrus  Heights.  CA. 
$180,641.67,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 

1987. 

Barry,  Patrick,  G.,  San  Diego,  CA,  $3,425.62, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  SEP,  1984. 
•Berquist,  Andrew,  O.,  San  Mateo,  CA, 
$109,590.79,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 
1986. 

Burleigh,  Sharon,  M.,  Oakland.  CA, 
$57,341.02,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  NOV, 

1986. 

Cammall,  David,  B.,  San  Diego,  CA. 
$26,063.95,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 

1987, 

Case.  Jeffirey,  A.,  Huntington  Beach,  CA, 
$106,490.47,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 

1985. 

Chaffin,  Dwight,  Randal,  Modesto,  CA, 
$180,402.21,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 
1982. 

Chavin,  Michael,  P.,  Lagunitas,  CA, 
$109,842.65,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 


MED.  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 

1981. 

Dakis,  Stephen,  N.,  La  Jolla,  CA,  $22,210.52, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUL,  1984. 

Dixon,  David,  A.,  Alhambra,  CA. 

$104,704.75,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  (No 
Separation  Date). 

Doyle,  Anthony,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$43,331.43,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 
1989. 

Eckles,  Robert,  A..  Calistoga,  CA, 

$100,515.77,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED.  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry.  MAY, 

1985. 

Fednard,  Anne,  M.,  Oakland,  CA,  $66,468.11, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 

New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Fowler,  Michael.  S.,  Sacramento,  CA, 
$18,279.31,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 

1980. 

Gennett,  Gregory,  A.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$51,940.82,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York.  NY, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Gray,  David,  M.,  Lafayette,  CA,  $27,236.89, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 
Harman,  Jeffrey,  M.,  Costa  Mesa,  CA, 
$23,158.99,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 
1983. 

Hartman,  Gregory.  D.,  Burbank,  CA, 
$39,374.49,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED.  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 

1982. 

Hight,  Gregory,  E.,  Nevada  City,  CA, 
$41,050.58,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1987. 

Hill,  Lucius,  Alta  Loma,  CA,  $114,404.87, 
CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 
Hitchcock,  Philip,  R,  Auburn,  CA, 
$92,166.51,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 

1981. 

Johnson,  Lucille,  E.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$17,942.62,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1989. 

Kalali,  Saeed,  Santa  Monica,  CA,  $3,445.11, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1990. 

Kerns,  Bryan,  D.,  Laguna  Niguel,  CA, 
$3,361,11,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 
1980. 

Kuzyk,  Donald,  Irvin,  Newbury  Park,  CA, 
$102,996.00,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago.  IL.  Podiatry. 
AUG,  1984. 

Landrum,  Keith,  Lompoc,  CA,  $75,536.06, 
DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 

Lee,  Chul,  Gee,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  $32,300.81, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAR,  1987. 
Lentell,  Brian,  M.,  Fresno,  CA,  $35,054.87, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1984. 

Lillie,  Richard,  W.,  Mission  Viejo,  CA, 
$76,013.82,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 


MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY. 
1981. 

Medina,  Edwin,  R.,  Berkeley.  CA,  $82,510.84, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry.  MAY,  1987. 

Palmer,  Donna,  C.,  Carlsltad,  CA,  $53,434.51, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Pineda,  Joseph,  R.,  Santa  Barbara,  CA, 
$173,147.39,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUL, 
1985. 

Pinkard,  Ronald,  W.,  Oakland,  CA,  $3,232.40, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1979. 

Pokrass,  Robert,  M.,  San  Bernardino,  CA, 
$34,120.88,  DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  ^^D,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 

MAY,  1980. 

Pope,  David,  K.,  Downey,  CA,  $134,192.17, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry.  MAY,  1985. 
Pugatch,  Bruce,  S.,  Milpitas,  CA,  $35,246.98, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1979. 

Ricks,  Marvin,  D.,  Modesto,  CA,  $470.63, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  OCT,  1979. 

Ritto,  Sharlene,  M.,  Corona,  CA,  $76,369.56, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1988. 

Sass,  Michael,  D.,  Colton,  CA,  $117,045.86, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1988. 
Savran,  Steven,  H.,  Laguna  Niguel,  CA, 
$31,810.72,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 

Sciaroni,  Matthew,  H.,  Fresno,  CA, 
$163,740.61.  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 
1985. 

Scott,  Thamos,  Oakland,  CA,  $44,489.67, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1987. 
Seymour,  Stephen,  J.,  Thousand  Oaks,  CA, 
$48,160.10,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1980. 

Shaber,  Sydney,  S.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$34,750.01,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1979. 

Spaulding,  Karla,  L.,  San  Francisco,  CA, 
$18,328.73,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  APR, 
1987. 

Sullivan-Sabo,  Denise,  Carmichael,  CA, 
$53,724.20,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 

1985. 

Tindall,  Michael,  A.,  Stockton.  CA, 
$73,223.90,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAR, 

1986. 

Torres,  Manuel,  John,  San  Bruno,  CA, 
$17,214.38,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 

1986. 

Williams,  David,  L.,  Pasadena,  CA, 
$27,494.65,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  f^D,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY,  1984. 

Ziofaghri,  Behrooz,  Danville,  CA,  $42,077.47, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 
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Public  Health 

Adler,  Eric,  M..  U  Jolla.  CA,  $8,861.66, 

YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  ft  PH.  New 
Haven,  CT,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1987. 
Howell.  Reynold,  F.,  San  Jose,  CA, 

$52,955.69,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Lome  Linda,  CA,  Public  Health,  DEC,  1981. 
Lemkin,  Peter,  R.,  Solana  Beach,  CA, 
$5,571.18,  YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  ft 
PH.  New  Haven,  CT,  Public  Health,  AUG, 
1988. 

Nebedum,  Archibald,  O.,  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
$9,647.39,  UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS 
ANGELES,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Public  Health, 
JUN,  1987, 

Obuge,  Ugochi,  N..  Glendale.  CA,  $45,283.20, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA.  Public  Health,  JUN.  1982. 

Sharpe,  Johanna,  Vallejo,  CA,  $21,535.07, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA.  Public  Health.  MAY.  1987. 

Smith  Jr..  James,  San  Bernardino,  CA, 
$9,059.79,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Unda,  CA,  Public  Health,  AUG. 

1979. 

Velez,  Janet,  Sunnymead,  CA,  $1,037.65, 
YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  ft  PH.  New 
Haven,  CT,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1988. 
Williams,  Pamela,  A..  Gardena,  CA, 

$4,071.82.  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Public  Health,  JUN,  1983. 
Zalsman,  Ruth,  L.,  Riverside,  CA,  $5,660.30, 
LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA,  Public  Health,  SEP,  1983. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Ferguson,  Carol,  A.,  San  Fernando,  CA, 
$10,281.88,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Glover,  James,  M.,  Vacaville,  CA.  $6,193.43, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  AUG, 
1988. 

Hurdle,  Clarence,  Sacramento,  CA, 
$56,774.66,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY.  1986. 

Peterson,  Marilyn,  K.,  Martinez,  CA, 
$15,107.96,  UNIV  OF  MINNESOTA. 
Minneapolis,  MN,  Veterinary  Medicine, 
JUN.  1984. 

Colorado 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Daubert,  Harlan,  B.,  Denver,  CO,  $13,683.87, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY.  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN,  1988. 

Duck,  Evander,  Denver,  CO.  $29,657.19, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF  MED. 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1992. 

Ferguson,  Rebecca,  L.,  Basalt.  CO, 

$32,801.93,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W. 
MEDICAL  CTR,  Dallas,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Fickling.  Kenneth,  B.,  Denver,  CO,  $7,447.54, 
UNIV  OF  COLORADO  MC,  Denver.  CO. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Garcia,  Debra,  B.,  Glenwood  Springs,  CO, 
$23,314.39,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Lack.  Ray,  R,  Arvada.  CO.  $50,134.30,  UNTV 
OF  COLORADO  MC.  Denver.  CO. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN,  1987. 


Qualls,  pouglass,  E..  Denver.  CO,  $17,127.86, 
UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA.  Philadelphia. 
PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Roberts,  Charles,  C,  Aurora,  CO.  $72,647.32, 
UNIV  OF  COLORADO  MC,  Denver.  CO. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Santiago,  Jose,  A.,  Englewood,  CO, 

$86,545.67.  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1986. 

Schaller,  David,  W.,  Denver,  CO,  $7,117.99, 
UNIV  OF  COLORADO  MC.  Denver,  CO. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Smallwood  III,  Chari,  Aurora,  CO, 

$72,928.75,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC, 
1987. 

Chiropractic 

Abriel,  Mark,  B.,  Boulder.  CO,  $26,173.56, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Bammer,  Phillip.  L.,  Broomfield,  GO, 
$46,929.06,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1983. 

Beierle,  Dale,  A.,  Brighton,  CO,  $86,554.13, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA.  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Bergfalk,  Caroline,  E.,  Bayfield,  CO, 
$39,905.88,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE-WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1990. 

Chenes,  Brian,  P.,  Breckenridge,  CO, 
$32,684.48,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland,  OR. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Clarke.  Debbie,  F.,  Louisville,  CO,  $6,529.77, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic.  APR,  1984. 

Cline,  Ddyle,  E.,  Broomfield,  CO,  $24,939.93, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1986. 

Crow,  Joe,  A.,  Cheraw,  CO,  $12,659.55, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Cunningham,  Marvin,  D.,  Colorado  Springs, 
CO,  $17,594.21,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC-WEST.  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Dunevitz,  Benjamin,  S.,  Aurora,  CO, 
$70,787.63.  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Fitzwater,  Sherry,  L.,  Colorado  Springs,  CO, 
$43,346.40,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  I>EC,  1988. 

Foster,  Valerie.  J.,  Arvada,  CO,  $5,104.06, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1983. 

Hendler,  Michael,  J.,  Denver,  CO,  $74,015.42, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1968. 

Hopkins,  Harold,  G.,  Aurora,  CO,  $62,613.86, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Jordan,  James,  G.,  Grand  Junction,  CO, 
$91,268.37,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic.  APR,  1986. 

Krebill,  Michael,  W.,  Colorado  Springs.  CO, 
$81,255.55,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1989. 


Langolf,  Daniel,  L.,  Golden,  00.  $41,849.19, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 
Lapham,  Charles,  E.,  Avon,  CO,  $46,874.46, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 
Lorentzen,  Peter,  E.,  Anrada,  CO,  $15,790.25, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 
McClain,  Van,  A.,  Golden,  CO,  $9,561.44, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 
McClure,  Lance,  E.,  Denver,  CO,  $42,819.15, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 
Michals,  Robert,  H.,  Aurora,  CO,  $34,189.10, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1987. 
Ohrdorf,  Ronald,  T.,  Colorado  Springs,  CO, 
$104,593.67,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City. 
MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY.  1988. 

Rabb,  Tim,  J..  Boulder.  CO.  $51,702.24, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 
Redfield  Jr.,  Thomas,  C.,  Uttleton,  CO, 
$5,554.28,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  NOV,  1983. 

Rubel,  Andrea,  L,  Aspen.  CO.  $36,370.99, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard.  IL.  Chiropractic,  APR,  1989. 
Schmidt.  Jeffrey,  J.,  Wheat  Ridge,  CO. 
$30,080.17,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland,  OR. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Sensenig,  Barry,  W.,  Boulder,  CO,  $4,791.20, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1983. 
Sisco,  Tammy,  R.,  Denver,  CO,  $28,903.91, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  LA,  Chiropractic.  JUN,  1986. 
Stjemholm,  Darwin,  L.,  Denver,  CO, 
$66,225.43,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Stokka,  Wayne,  M.,  Denver,  CO,  $13,917.72, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  I^C,  1986. 

Tennant,  Michael,  D.,  Brighton,  CO, 
$41,135.94,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davmiport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1987, 

Thermos,  Alexander,  Lakewood,  CO, 
$22,583.68,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1993. 

Trainer,  Anita,  J.,  Denver,  CO,  $41,837.47, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
ChesterGeld,  MO,  Qiiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 
Walker  Jr.,  James,  H.,  Aurora,  CO,  $26,330.59, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Wheeler,  Edward,  J.,  Arvada,  CO,  $23,247.04, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  E®C,  1985. 
Williams,  Terry,  W.,  Fort  Lupton,  CO, 
$29,566.28,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Williams,  Patsy,  A.,  Evans,  CO,  $5,042.97, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic.  DEC,  1989. 
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Wood,  John,  F.,  Longmont,  CO,  $26,037.58, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  LA,  Chiropractic,  )UN,  1986. 

Young,  Kerry,  V.,  Lakewood,  CO,  $49,557.93, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC.  1987. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Perris-Myttas,  Marina,  Denver,  CO, 

$6,007.28,  UNIV  OT  DENVER.  Denver.  CO, 
Clinical  Psychology,  AUG,  1968. 

Ritchey,  Robert,  E.,  Denver,  CO,  $50,529.10, 
UNIV  OF  DENVER.  Denver.  CO,  Clinical 
Psychology,  SEP,  1984. 

Dentistry 

Bames,  Bruce,  W..  Colorado  Springs,  CO, 
$77,423.78,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1965. 

Burkart,  )ohn,  D.,  Aurora.  CO,  $33,883.06, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 
WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Castillo,  Debora,  K.,  Del  Norte,  CO, 

$34,906.03,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1987. 

Degemess,  Randa,  K.,  Englewood,  CO. 
$45,604.35,  UNIV  OF  COLORADO,  Denver, 
CO,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Garbiso,  Gilbert,  Q,  Pueblo.  CO,  $23,462.03, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1984. 

Hansen,  Daryl,  G.,  Denver,  CO,  $13,592.45, 
UNIV  OF  COLCMtADO,  Denver.  CO. 
Dentistry,  NOV,  1986. 

Haviland,  Philip,  F.,  Denver,  CO.  $17,669.23, 
CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE  UNIV, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Holsteen,  Daniel,  E.,  Colcnado  Springs,  CO, 
$1,871.13,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  City.  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1982. 

Huskey,  David,  R.,  Ei^lewood,  CO, 
$15,462.01,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Lee,  Bruce,  W.,  Aurora,  CO,  $82,692.72, 

UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SCI  CTR. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Miller,  Gregory,  J.,  Denver.  CO,  $28,264.37, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Raizen,  Michael,  J.,  Denver,  CO,  $5,372.88, 
UNIV  OF  COLORADO.  Denver.  CO. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

Scarpella.  Pasco,  W.,  Louisville,  CO, 
$83,173.24,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry.  MAY, 
1987. 

Stimits,  Daniel,  M.,  Denver.  CO,  $52,967.44, 
UNIV  OF  COLORADO,  Denver.  CO. 
Dentistry,  DEC,  1988. 

Thompson,  Jerrold,  A.,  Thornton,  CO, 
$11,944.98,  UNIV  OF  COLORADO.  Denver. 
CO,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Optometry 

Carrico,  Gerri,  Y.,  Denver,  CO,  $29,907.53, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF  OPTOMETRY, 
Fullerton,  CA.  Optometry.  MAY.  1988. 

Cooley,  Stephen,  L.,  Estes  Park,  CO, 
$21,113.03,  PACIFIC  UNIVERSITY,  Forest 
Grove,  OR,  Optometry,  JUN,  1984. 

Russell,  Karen,  M.,  Parltor,  CO,  $111,918.29, 
ILUNOIS  COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY. 
Chicago,  IL.  Optometry,  MAY,  1985. 


Osteopathy 

Beatty,  Brian,  J.,  Englewood.  CO,  $52,530.14, 
UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Kansas 
City,  MO,  Osteopathy,  APR,  1986. 

Burks,  Chester,  L.,  Aurora,  CO,  $38,773.07, 
TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED.  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1983. 

Pharmacy 

Davis,  Melodee,  J.,  Denver,  CO,  $4,495.34, 
UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR  MED  SCI. 

Little  Rock,  AR,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1986 

Podiatry 

Heser,  Robert,  J.,  Thornton,  CO.  $39,998.95, 
DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1984. 

Nusen,  Lisa.  A..  Pueblo,  CO,  $15,762.39, 

OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1987. 
Ottoman,  Timothy,  J.,  Lakewood,  CO, 
$73,499.45,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 

MAY.  1983. 

Pierce,  Robert,  J.,  Denver,  CO,  $7,428.06, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC 
MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Podiatry,  JUL, 

1984. 

Connecticut 
Allopathic  Medicine 
Battista,  David,  M..  New  Haven,  CT, 
$82,076.83,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 

Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN. 
1989. 

Benjamin  Jr.,  James,  Bloomfield,  CT, 
$31,661.68,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1985. 

Cooper,  Charles,  R.,  Bridgeport,  CT, 
$15,642.91,  UNIV  OF  MIAMI.  Miami.  FL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN,  1985. 

Fernandes.  Lori,  A.,  Branford,  CT,  $3,317.69, 
BOWMAN  GRAY  SCHOOL  OF  MED. 
Winston  Salem,  NC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1990. 

Fraser,  Francis,  A.,  New  Haven,  CT. 
$146,772.94,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1986. 

Hume,  Forest,  C.,  Waterbury,  CT.  $9,141.57, 
UNIV  OF  KENTUCKY,  Lexington.  KY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Kerr,  Vincent,  E.,  Bridgeport,  CT,  $28,554.40, 
YALE  UNIV,  New  Haven.  CT.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Legette,  Addie,  L..  New  Haven,  CT,  $23.30, 
UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1986. 

Lowe,  Paul,  R.,  Shelton,  CT,  $44,585.81, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston,  MA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  APR,  1985. 

Ng,  Arthur,  F.,  Branford.  CT,  $45,441.40. 
ALBERT  EINSTEIN  COLLEGE  OF 
MEDICINE.  Bronx,  NY.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Yang,  Chun,  Branford,  CT,  $2,948.96, 
BROWN  UNIVERSITY.  Providence.  Rl, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1991. 

Chiropractic 

Calhoun,  Lynn,  E.,  Norwich,  CT,  $18,074.48, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic.  AUG.  1987. 


McQueen,  Debra,  A.,  Wolcott.  CT, 

$67,204.21,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHlROPRACnC,  Whittier,  CA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Nellen,  Beatrice,  Monroe,  CT,  $79,599.08, 

LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Pappas,  Roger,  M.,  Hamden,  CT,  $32,503.04, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  APR.  1986. 
Szynkowicz,  Peter,  P.,  Hebron,  CT, 

$40,264.17,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1986. 

Trebing,  William,  P.,  Greenwich,  CT, 
$5,713.02,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1984. 

Wentzel,  Gena,  P.,  Trumbull,  CT,  $66,918.43, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Bader.  Fred,  A.,  Fairfield,  CT,  $28,610.59, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1986. 
McCabe,  Justine,  A.,  New  Milford,  CT, 
$20,954.87,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF 
PSY.,  Alameda,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
JUL,  1989. 

Wakeman,  Edward,  A.,  Guilford,  CT. 
$14,946.02,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF 
PSY.,  Fresno,  CA.  Qinical  Psychology. 

JUN,  1986. 

Dentistry 

Alspaugh,  Michael,  F.,  East  Haven,  CT, 
$2,015.84.  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  Sa  CTR.  Oklahoma  Qty.  OK. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1990. 

Franklin,  James,  Bloomfield,  CT,  $75,049.97, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 

Johnson,  John.  M.,  New  London,  CT, 
$5,102.39,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Manhard,  Michael,  F.,  Branford,  CT, 
$16,026.04,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT.  Detroit. 
MI,  Dentistry,  APR,  1963. 

Maroon,  Michel,  G.,  Berlin,  CT,  $66,005.07 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston,  MA, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Nanna,  John,  F.,  Brookfield,  CT,  $8,898.78, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 

W'ashington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
Resendiz,  Mario.  G.,  Danbury,  CT, 
$19,009.87,  UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  lU  Dentistry,  JUL,  1986. 

Rosinsky,  Hollie,  G.,  Hartford,  CT, 
$83,246.72,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Seib,  Kenneth,  Collin,  Danbury.  CT, 
$21,373.82,  UNIV  OF  FLORIDA. 
Gainesville,  FL,  Dentistry,  DEC.  1987. 
Wilson,  Pamela.  L,  Stamford,  CT, 

$38,519.00,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Pharmacy 

O’Mara,  James,  J.,  New  Britain,  CT, 
$10,620.96,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy.  JUN, 
1988. 

Public  Health 

Burch-Minakan,  Laurel.  R..  Branford,  CT. 
$1,812.32,  YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  & 
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PH,  New  Haven.  CT,  Public  Health,  MAY. 
1984. 

Carter,  Deborah,  L.,  New  Britain,  CT, 
$2,929.04,  YALE  IJNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  & 
PH,  New  Haven,  CT,  Public  Health,  MAY, 
1990. 

Winfield,  Allison,  S.,  New  Haven,  CT, 
$2,993.91,  YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  & 
PH,  New  Haven,  CT,  Public  Health,  MAY, 
1990. 

Delaware 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Tonwe,  Tutse,  D.,  Milford,  DE,  $168,759.19, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV.  Dayton.  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Trader,  Stephanie,  L.,  Wilmington,  DE, 
$115,803.08,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  OCT, 
1988. 

Dentistry 

Bums,  Christopher,  D.,  Milford,  DE, 
$8,697.07,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  FEB,  1986. 

Optometry 

Chambers,  Phyllis,  E.,  Wilmington,  DE, 
$3,172.08,  PENNSYLVANIA  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Optometry,  MAY,  1981. 

Lim,  Kim,  L.,  Newark,  DE,  $23,327.60,  NEW 
ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY. 
Boston,  MA,  Optometry,  AUG,  1985. 

Osteopathy 

Blacklock,  Curt,  D.,  Wilmington,  DE, 
$101,763.16,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines.  lA. 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1986. 

Pharmacy 

Burgess,  Deborah,  M.,  Newark,  DE, 
$10,589.79,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Wiannacy,  JUN,  1985. 

Veterinary  Medicine 
Galloway,  Lavell,  V.,  Wilmington,  DE, 
$4,735.39.  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

District  of  Columbia 
Allopathic  Medicine 

Anyasodo,  Patrick,  U.,  Washington,  DC, 
$124,186.15,  GEORGETOWN 
UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Baker,  Daryl,  R.,  Washington,  DC,  $2,442.65, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Blount,  Ronnie,  Washington,  DC,  $40,613.52, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington,  DC. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Boykin,  Lisa,  A..  Washington,  DC,  $9,037.73, 
UNIV  OF  aNONNATI.  Cincinnati.  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC,  1983. 

Briley,  Michele,  D.,  Washington,  DC, 
$12,517.84,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1986. 

Oark,  Charles,  Washington,  DC,  $13,215.06, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1982. 

Clark,  John,  E.,  Washington,  DC,  $39,610.72, 
GEORGE  WASHINGTON  UNIV, 


Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUL,  1986. 

Coleman  II,  Don,  M.,  Washington,  DC, 
$1,523.40,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1991. 

Darga,  Robert,  J..  Washington,  DC,  $3,406.49, 
UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN,  Ann  Arbor.  Ml. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Greaves,  1.,  Jeanette,  Washington,  DC, 
$49,552.75,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine. 

SEP.  1983. 

Johnson,  Gavin,  E.,  Washington,  DC, 
$6,907,01,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1990. 

Lent,  Michael,  Washington,  DC,  $9,743.44, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-SAN  FRANOSCO, 
San  Francisco,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1982. 

McAllister,  Amazair,  Washington,  DC, 
$3,590.24,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUL,  1984. 

McCormack,  Faith,  J.,  Washington,  DC, 
$118,049.35,  GEORGE  WASHINGTON 
UNIV,  Washington,  DC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Owino,  Stephen,  O.,  Washington,  DC, 
$2,029.86,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine. 

JUN,  1987. 

Randall,  Joseph,  C.,  Washington,  DC. 
$107,839.49,  GEORGETOWN 
UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987, 

Reed  Jr.,  Arlington,  M.,  Washington,  DC, 
$165,102.10,  GEORGETOWN 
UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Saigeant,  Rochelle,  D.,  Washington,  DC, 
$8,453.67,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1985. 

Silvano,  Spencer,  Washington,  DC, 

$6,610.56,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1986. 

Taylor,  David,  L.,  Washington,  DC,  $1,727.63, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1991. 

Thornton,  Kenneth,  R.,  Washington,  DC, 
$8,400.25,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1990. 

Whitehurst,  Debora,  V.,  Washington,  DC, 
$8,635.83,  UNIV  OF  CINaNNATI, 
Cincinnati,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 

Wiggins,  Denise,  Hammond,  Washington, 

DC,  $73,347.53,  GEORGETOWN 
UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  FEB,  1983. 

Williams,  Lorraine,  E.,  Washington,  DC, 
$4,732.88,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1989. 

Young,  Hayward,  W.,  Washington,  DC, 
$6,869.79,  HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH, 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 

Chiropractic 

Johnson,  Steven,  R.,  Washington,  DC, 
$37,975.08.  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Shields,  Duncan.  J.,  Washington,  DC, 
$34,427.61,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC- WEST,  San  Jose.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1989. 

Clinical  Psychology 
Jennings,  Annie,  R.,  Washington.  E)C, 
$38,486.51,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology. 
JUN.  1986. 

Dentistry 

Adedara,  Isaac,  O.,  Washington,  DC, 
$62,942.77,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 
Bess,  Valerie,  D.,  Washington,  DC, 

$39,044.95,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
Caldwell,  Robert,  J.,  Washington,  DC, 
$9,656.61,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Cruz,  James,  H.,  Washington,  DC,  $15,877.09, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1986. 
Dobbins,  Harvey,  L..  Washington,  DC, 
$122,872.41,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1988. 
Elfier,  George,  N.,  Washington,  DC, 
$21,706.81,  COLUMBIA  UNIV,  HEALTH 
SCIENCES.  New  York,  NY,  Dentistry. 

MAY.  1989. 

Foster,  Grady,  Washington,  DC,  $29,639.27, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Gross,  Jamie,  S.,  Washington,  DC,  $7,858.11, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE.  Louisville,  KY. 
Dentistry,  AUG,  1984. 

Gross,  Shepherd,  Washington,  DC, 
$98,212.75,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 
Hailstock,  Marshelle,  Washin^on,  DC, 
$8,372.64,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Harris,  Conrad,  W.,  Washington,  DC, 
$82,421.06,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Kelly  Jr.,  Johnie,  M.,  Washington,  DC, 
$18,001.21,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 
King,  James,  H.,  Washington,  DC,  $23,646.89, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington,  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 

Leach,  Kevin,  J.,  Washington,  DC,  $31,907.51, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee, 
WI,  Dentistry.  DEC,  1986. 

Leggett,  Gilbert,  H.,  Washington,  DC. 
$28,615.27,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 
Markham,  Rol»rt,  R.,  Washington,  DC, 
$14,220.36,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 
Mitchell-Chapnian,  Marilyn,  Washington, 

DC.  $52,424.44,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
Okonsky,  Stephen,  A.,  Washington,  DC, 
$16,795.69,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1986. 
Overstreet,  Natasha,  P.,  Washington,  DC, 
$194,728.34,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Pedraza,  Jaime,  A.,  Washington,  DC, 
$5,891.52,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVEPSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 
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Pettaway,  Reginald,  L..  Washington,  DC, 
$33,480.20,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC.  Dentistry,  DEC,  1969. 
Powers,  Carlos,  H.,  Washington,  DC, 
$45,922.97,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY.  1986. 
Ruffin.  Wayne,  A.,  Washington,  DC. 
$33,951.04,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 
Sims.  Mid^l,  A.,  Washington,  DC. 
$25,203.15,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 
Smith,  Daniel,  J..  Wa^ington,  DC, 

$10,492.80.  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
Smith,  Vasco.  A..  Washington.  DC, 
$122,625.73,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
Washington,  Steven,  E.,  Washington,  DC, 
$30,556.62,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 
Whitaker.  Aaron,  T.,  Washington,  DC, 
$38,165.96,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington.  DC,  Dentistiy',  MAY,  1984. 
Whitfield.  Glen,  A..  Washington,  DC, 
$37,385.82,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  }UN,  1986. 
Williams,  BrenL  A.,  Washington,  DC, 
$57,016.85,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1987. 
Wilson,  Tanya,  R.,  Washington,  DC, 
$5392.07,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY, 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

Osteopathy 

Carter-Miller,  Loretta,  Washington,  DC, 
$2,361.70.  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East 
Lansing,  MI,  Osteopathy,  JUL,  1987. 
Hopkins.  Garland,  W..  Washington,  DC, 
$60,956.72,  PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF 
OST  MED,  Philadelphia.  PA,  Osteopathy. 
JUN.  1985. 

Pharmacy 

Afrane,  Barima,  A..  Washington,  DC, 
$8,343.91,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Pharmacy, 
JUN.  1986. 

Carter,  Kevin,  M.,  Washington.  DC. 
$18,633.93,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC.  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1987. 
Martin,  Samuel,  M.,  Washington,  DC. 
$56,615.92,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Pharmacy.  MAY,  1986. 

Podiatry 

Miller,  Maxine,  B.,  Washington,  DC, 
$35,473.63,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH, 
Podiatry,  MAY,  1988. 

Ozbey,  Amber,  L.,  Washington,  DC, 
$42,578.26,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUL,  1983, 

Veterimay  Medicine 

Adams,  Adrienee,  Washington,  DC, 
$23,028.92,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Kidd.  Nettie.  J..  Washington,  DC,  $7,428.98, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY,  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 

1986. 

Profater  III,  Carl,  V.,  Washington,  DC, 
$67,121.07.  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 


Tuskegee  Institute.  AL.  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY.  1965. 

Reid-Quinn,  Cheri,  A..  Washington,  DC, 
$40,889.64,  TUSKEC^  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL.  Veterinary 
Medicine,  JUN.  1983. 

Florida 

Allopathic  Medicine 
Alexander,  Zandrina,  Valrico,  FL, 

$17,748.46,  UNIV  OF  CONNECTICUT 
HEALTH  CTR,  Farmington,  CT,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1983. 

Alvarez,  Rafael,  Miami,  FL,  $22,275.09,  UNIV 
OF  MIAMI,  Miami,  1^.  AHc^athic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Anders,  Jeff.  P.,  Jacksonville.  FL,  $36,141.60, 
UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami.  FL.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Bacon,  Cutia,  W.,  Daytona  Beach.  FL, 
$5,006.35,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS— CHICAGO. 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Mediciite,  JUN, 

1991. 

Baldyga,  Sharon,  A.,  C3rpress.  FL,  $20,815.29, 
UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS.  Worcester. 
MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Bartee,  Dyrel,  P.,  West  Palm  Beach,  FL, 
$24,850.35,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1989. 

Bennet,  John,  G.,  Miami,  FL,  $32,199.00, 
MEDICAL  COLLECT  OF  PA.,  Philadelphia. 
PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1980. 
Berrycr.  Yvanne,  M.,  Miami,  FL,  $5,857.27, 
UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami,  FL.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN.  1988. 

Blehl,  Thomas,  A.,  Orlando,  FL,  $14,429.68, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston,  MA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Carazo,  Andres,  Miami  Beach,  FL, 

$54,591.04,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New 
Orleans.  LA.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 

1987. 

Ciepiela,  Michael.  D.,  Tampa.  FL,  $39,967.56, 
EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta,  GA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1989.' 

Dreier,  Yolanda,  J.,  Ormond  Beach,  FL. 
$7,656.54,  INDIANA  UNIV  AT 
INDIANAPOLIS,  Bloomington.  IN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Ellison,  Dennard.  W.,  Ja^sonville,  FL. 
$11,665.27,  UNIV  OF  FLORIDA. 
Gainesville,  FL.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1988. 

Engelmann,  Guy,  R..  Atlantic  Beach,  FL. 
$4,647.09,  UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN,  Ann 
Arbor.  Ml,  Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY, 

1989. 

Gelbard,  Steven,  D.,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL, 
$160,618.36,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine. 
JUN.  1983. 

Goodman,  James,  R.,  Miami,  FL,  $13,619.37, 
UNIV  OF  MIAMI.  Miami.  FL.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Graves,  William,  T..  Saint  Petersburg,  FL, 
$154,440.47,  ALBERT  EINSTEIN  COLLEGE 
OF  MEDIQNE.  Bronx,  NY.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Holt,  Todd.  N.,  Saint  Petersburg,  FL. 
$59,289.26,  UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR 
MED  SCI,  Uttle  Rock,  AR.  Allopathic 
Medicine.  MAY,  1986. 

Hull,  John,  H.,  Saint  Petersburg,  FL. 
$2,318.61,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNTV 
MC— NEW  ORLEANS.  New  Orleans,  LA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 


Kalogerou.  Paul,  A.,  Melbourne,  FL. 

$3,166.58,  UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR 
MED  SCI,  Little  Rock,  AR,  Allopatiiic 
Medicine.  MAY,  1987. 

Kavadellas,  Anastasios,  Miramar,  FL. 
$11,323.43,  UNIV  OF  MIAMI.  Miami.  FL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Kempf,  Douglas,  P.,  FPO  Miami,  FL. 
$49,440.76,  GEORCTTOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington.  DC.  Allopathic  Medidrw. 

MAY,  1985. 

Kunen,  Frederick,  J.,  Miami  Shores,  FL, 
$56,023.46,  UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami.  FL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL.  1986. 

Lloyd,  Antoinette,  L.,  Orange  Park,  FL, 
$11,560.48,  YALE  UNIV.  New  Haven,  CT. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY.  1986. 

McCarus,  Cheryl,  L..  Gainesville,  FL, 
$41,251.36,  MARSHALL  UNIVERSITY. 
Huntington,  WV,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1986. 

McGill,  William,  H..  Miami.  FL,  $30,543.32, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLECT,  Nashville.  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1982. 
McPherson,  John,  R.,  Jacksonville.  FL. 
$45,015.36,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1988. 

Mowrey,  James,  V.,  Pensacola.  FL. 

$14,830.57,  UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami.  FL. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN,  1986. 

Pinkston,  Garvey.  R..  Ocala,  FL,  $61,078.58, 
UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami.  FL.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Pittman,  Kenneth,  M..  Fort  Lauderdale.  FL, 
$13,977.06,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY, 

Macon,  GA,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN, 

1986. 

Pizarro,  Marina,  Orlando,  FL,  $102,503.80, 
PONCE  SCHOOL  OF  MEDiaNE,  Ponce, 

PR,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Pomm,  Raymond,  M.,  Femandina  Beach,  FL, 
$19,935.02.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP, 
1984. 

Shader,  Alan,  F.,  Miami.  FL,  $59,119.81, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODL\TRlC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH.  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY,  1981. 

Simanonok,  John,  P,,  Miami,  FL.  $35,690.13, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL. 

1987. 

Smith,  Willielyra,  Miami,  FL,  $7,052.23, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton.  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG.  1988. 

Smith,  Deborah,  A.,  Destin,  FL,  $3,410.71, 
UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED  CENTER. 
Jackson,  MS,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1983. 

Smith,  Barbara,  E.,  Coral  Springs,  FL, 
$20,271.17,  ALBERT  EINSTEIN  COLLEGE 
OF  MEDIQNE,  Bronx,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL.  1984. 

Szalanski,  David.  L.,  Jacksonville.  FL, 

$74,209  20,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  FHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP,  1984. 

Vaz,  Garth,  O.,  Atlantic  Beach,  FL,  $6,052.55, 
UNIV  OF  FLORIDA.  Gainesville.  FL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987, 

Wade.  Larren,  Palmetto,  FL.  $18388.08, 
UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami.  FL.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL,  1991. 

Walker,  Brian,  E.,  Opa  Locka,  FL.  $2,760.25. 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG,  1987. 
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Whitaker,  |oe,  E..  Tampa,  FL,  $224.88,  IJNIV 
OF  aNCINNATI,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG,  1985. 

Zink,  Mark,  T.,  Miami,  FL,  $18,385.79,  UNIV 
OF  MIAMI,  Miami,  FL,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Chiropractic 

Anderman,  John,  C.,  Fort  Pierce,  FL, 
$23,811.43,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
AUG.  1987. 

Atiyeh,  David,  G.,  Jacksonville,  FL, 
$45,168.34,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 

Aubrev,  Suzanne,  M..  Miami  Beach,  FL, 

$31, 51 7.07,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1982. 

Bailey,  Darrell,  E.,  Lynn  Haven,  FL, 
$17,414.00,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR.  1988. 

Bakels,  James,  E.,  West  Palm  Beach,  FL. 
$20,145.90,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Baker  III,  James,  W.,  Jacksonville,  FL, 

$50,685  11.  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC.  1986. 

Earner,  Russell,  J.,  Tampa,  FL,  $119,426.43, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Baron.  Spencer,  H.,  Miami,  FL,  $49,543.91 . 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Bartnett,  Edmond,  R.,  Coconut  Creek,  FL, 
$57,076.11,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Beil,  Floyd,  M.,  Boynton  Beach,  FL, 
$33,560.80,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Bennett,  Regina,  V.,  Clearwater,  FL, 
$114,181.12,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Blackman,  Gregory,  D.,  Fort  Pierce,  FL, 
$12,862.83,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1982. 

Bohannon,  Cynthia,  L.,  Jacksonville,  FL, 
$39,510.09,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Boley,  Glenn,  E.,  Pompano  Beach,  FL, 
$38,222.67,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard.  IL. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Bom,  Kenice,  A.,  Altamonte  Springs,  FL, 
$41,105.85,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Lombard,  IL. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1987. 

Boshes,  Perri,  D.,  Boca  Raton,  FL,  $14,981.76, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Brimm,  Willard,  Tampa,  FL,  $46,132.18, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Brousseau,  Wayne,  P.,  Winter  Springs,  FL, 
$14,915.69,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Brown,  Michael,  Lake  Park,  FL,  $58,495.38, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Buchalter,  Keith,  M.,  Hollywood,  FL, 
$46,753.94,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Buskirk,  Dayna,  E.,  Gainesville,  FL, 
$40,792.57,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  M.AY,  1987. 


Calrissian,  Lando,  Shalimar,  FL,  $14,351.58, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

t^mpanale,  Paul,  R.,  Middleburg,  FL, 
$23,290.64,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1984. 

C^mpo,  John,  I.,  Tampa.  FL,  $74,775.55, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard.  IL. 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Carageorge,  Dawn.  C,  Tampa,  FL, 

$28,766.83,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Carranceiie,  Monica,  Tampa,  FL,  $64,902.83, 
LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Carter,  Craig,  D.,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL. 
$36,937.58,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Caudill.  Curtis,  E.,  Pensacola,  FL,  $14,134.36, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  S^,  1983. 

Cochran,  William,  K.,  Melbourne,  FL, 
$28,368.68,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1990. 

Cohen,  Scott,  H.,  Pembroke  Pines.  FL, 
$28,931.75,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1990. 

Constante,  Paul,  J.,  Deerfield  Beach,  FL. 
$15,657.47,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1988. 

Constantinoff,  Karen,  A.,  Ocala,  FL, 

$6,008.27,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Corry,  Mark,  L.,  West  Palm  Beach,  FL, 
$1,528.65,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City.  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1984. 

Cowan,  Robert,  F.,  Pensacola,  FL,  $35,722.30, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Cox,  Stephen,  M.,  Riverview,  FL.  $50,151.30, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Dejesus,  Iris,  M.,  Miami,  FL,  $9,570.41, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1983. 

Dejesus,  Jose,  A.,  Miami,  FL,  $15,827.40, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Decubellis,  Robert, ).,  Sarasota,  FL, 
$58,396.35,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Delcampillo,  Maria,  A.,  Miami,  FL, 
$54,279.34,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic.  MAY,  1987. 

Densmore,  Robert,  O.,  Tampa,  FL, 

$26,077.26,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Diesen,  James,  D.,  Orange  Park,  FL, 
$52,316.58,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Dinofer,  Jeffirey,  S.,  Miami,  FL,  $38,384.45, 
LIFE  COLLTCE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Douglas,  Bonnie.  J.,  Englewood,  FL, 
$38,878.79,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 

Douze,  Joseph,  Pompano  Beach,  FL, 
$104,816.28,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic.  SEP,  1983. 

Drabik,  Stephen,  E.,  Boynton  Beach,  FL, 
$21,718.43,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Dranko,  Shelly,  L.,  Cape  Coral,  FL.  $2,429.46, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC, 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 
Dungan,  Kim,  V.,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL, 
$52,761.67,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Earl,  Kenneth,  J.,  Fort  Myers,  FL, 

$112,335.75,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Ebling,  Dale,  E.,  Boynton  Beach,  FL, 
$48,945.21,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic. 
MAY.  1987. 

Edelson,  Renny,  M.,  Plantation,  FL, 
$89,137.05,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Etienne,  Ivan,  J.,  Miami,  FL,  $13,240.77, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 
Fabricant,  Michael,  J.,  Davie,  FL,  $54,807.72, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984 
Falowski,  Frank.  J.,  Lauderdale  Lakes,  FL, 
$123,082.85,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Fine,  Mitchel,  L.,  Coral  Springs,  FL, 
$13,515.50,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Fountain,  Rodney,  E.,  Pensacola,  FL, 
$104,860.23,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  FEB,  1985. 

Fulton,  Paul,  D.,  Davie,  FL,  $12,474.96, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 
Carver,  Gordon,  B.,  Femandina  Beach,  FL, 
$26,464.32,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1982. 

Gasso,  Joaquin,  A.,  Miami,  FL,  $136,743  87, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Giallanzo,  Tom,  Dania,  FL,  $97,598.11, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC, 
1985. 

Gillman,  Barry,  M.,  Lauderhill,  FL, 
$28,927.22,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Glasgow,  James,  B.,  Stuart,  FL,  $22,271.33, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Gordon,  Gay,  L.,  Roseland,  FL,  $13,404.92, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Green,  Michael,  J.,  Maitland,  FL, 

$104,990.13,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Greene,  Silas,  R.,  Panama  City,  FL, 
$28,734.39,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Greenwald,  Lewis,  A.,  North  Miami  Beach, 
FL,  $6,241.37,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta. 
GA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1990. 

Gutierrez,  Humberto,  Hialeah,  FL, 
$56,668.04,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Guy,  Geoffrey,  C.  Englewood,  FL, 
$14,932.87,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Hamby  Jr.,  Bobby.  J.,  Jacksonville,  FL, 
$10,296.51,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986 
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Hansen,  Theodore,  B.,  Zephyrhills,  FL, 
$101,739.38,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986 
Hardwick,  James,  F.,  Altamonte  Springs,  FL, 
$5,264.10,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986 
Haut,  Ruth,  A.,  Kissimmee,  FL,  $51,007.23, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1985 
Hoblit,  John,  W.,  Seminole.  FL,  $68,461.83, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  OCT,  1983 
Holzer,  Richard,  M.,  Boca  Raton,  FL, 
$44,514.08,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985 
Jennings,  Peggy,  J..  Bronson,  FL,  $36,214.24, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984 
Jones,  Leah,  P.,  Miami,  FL,  $22,945.82, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard,  IL. 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984 
Kern,  Mark,  S.,  Fort  Myers,  FL,  $21,077.26, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUL,  1983 
King,  James,  R.,  Immokalee,  FL,  $126,248.68, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985 
Kogut,  Dennis,  W.,  Miami,  FL.  $35,530.36, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984 
Kolarik,  Thomas.  H.,  Tampa,  FL,  $61,371.48, 
LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984 
Krista,  ^raldine,  M.,  Jacksonville,  FL, 
$103,532.59,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985 
Langheier,  David,  D.,  Clearwater,  FL, 
$31,210.79,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  APR.  1983 
Langheier.  Cris,  E..  Clearwater,  FL, 
$30,273.54,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986 
Liebman,  Jay,  M.,  North  Miami,  FL, 
$116,185.24,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985 
Louis,  Kathryn,  S.,  Fort  Pierce,  FL, 
$11,625.28,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986 
Lovell,  Stephen,  M.,  Fort  Myers,  FL, 
$20,275.54,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986 
Mack,  Ronald,  E.,  Spring  Hill,  FL, 

$10,378.97,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982 
Mane,  Walter,  J.,  Miami,  FL,  $89,200.16, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1985 
Marcus,  Alex,  Orlando,  FL,  $13,645.30,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

FEB, 1986 

Martin  Jr.,  John,  W.,  Tarpon  Springs,  FL, 
$66,258.08,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986 
Meunier,  Edward,  J.,  Gulf  Breeze,  FL, 
$120,390.53,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986 
Meyerowitz,  Neil,  M.,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL, 
$1,361.24,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986 
Monterosso,  Karen,  M.,  Saint  Petersburg,  FL, 
$17,215.14,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1983 


Morris,  Lawrence,  C.,  Zephyrhills,  FL, 
$1,122.31,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1984 
Morris  Jr..  David,  O.,  Tampa,  FL,  $1,894.32, 
UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989 
Moses,  Robert,  N.,  Jacksonville,  FL, 
$52,272.31,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984 
Moyal,  William,  R..  North  Miami  Beach,  FL, 
$86,068.15,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985 
Nevius,  William,  K.,  Naples,  FL,  $95,624.87, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986 
Nickels,  Steven,  M.,  Jacksonville,  FL, 
$116,603.17,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986 
Palazzolo,  Ross.  Palm  Harbor,  FL,  $72,001.65, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985 
Perez,  Daysi,  E..  Tampa,  FL,  $22,011.23,  LIFE 
COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

DEC.  1986 

Pogue.  Pogue,  Punta  Gorda,  FL,  $37,796.22, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1982 
Precipuo,  Lawrence,  Boca  Raton,  FL, 
$16,762.28,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Pressel,  Louis,  A.,  Orange  Park,  FL, 
$16,987.03,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Price,  Douglas,  A.,  Tampa.  FL.  $73,651.37, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic.  JUN,  1983. 

Quinley,  Timothy,  E.,  Jacksonville,  FL. 
$19,352.85,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP.  1988. 

Robinson.  Bruce,  K.,  Cocoa  Beach,  FL, 
$75,123.46,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Robitaiile,  Richard,  W.,  Altamonte  Springs,,  , 
FL,  $84,491.52,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta, 

GA,  Chiropractic,  DEC.  1984. 

Rodriguez,  Pedro,  P.,  Miami,  FL,  $9,503.03, 

CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JA.N,  1983. 
Rodriguez.  Marlene,  M.,  Miami,  FL, 
$23,200.00,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Rodriquez,  Frank,  Longwood,  FL,  $79,071.74, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAR.  1987. 
Ross,  Lawrence,  A.,  Port  Saint  Lucie,  FL, 
$51,727.54.  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Rossrucker,  Kenneth,  S.,  Altamonte  Springs. 

FL.  $47,440.09,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta, 
GA,  Chiropractic.  JAN,  1984. 

Santa  Cruz.  Matthew,  E,,  Tampa.  FL, 
$38,481.08,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Santana.  Jose,  A.,  Boca  Raton,  FL, 
$134,290.13,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP.  1985. 

Saunders,  Edward.  M.,  Fort  Myers,  FL, 
$67,464.26,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Schade,  Cynthia,  J..  Lakeland,  FL, 

$37,245.64,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 


Schlapper,  Gary,  L.,  Deltona,  FL,  $62,903.48, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Seabolt,  Alan.  S.,  Jacksonville,  FL, 

$112,039.30,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Semegon,  Bradley,  G.,  Jacksonville,  FL, 
$40,541.50,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 

Shapiro,  Abe,  D^rfield  Beach.  FL,  $6,566.94, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JAN, 
1990. 

Silverstien,  Barry,  Coral  Springs,  FL. 
$33,058.69,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic.  MAR,  1984. 

Smith,  Mark,  A.,  Cape  Corai,  FL,  $16,046.41, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC, 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  APR.  1985. 

Smith,  Richard,  Dania,  FL,  $34,755.52,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA.  Chiropractic, 

JUN,  1989. 

Stallings,  Spichael,  Port  Saint  Joe,  FL, 
$40,679.44,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  OCrr,  1982. 

Stone,  Donald,  K..  Largo,  FL.  $41,541.80, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO.  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Stratton,  Mark,  W.,  De  Land.  FL,  $60,765.82, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC.  1985. 

Tepperberg,  Phillip.  S.,  Melrose.  FL, 
$36,321.02,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Thiel,  Margaret,  A..  Fort  Mvers,  FL. 
$.56,275.85,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN.  1988. 

Thomas.  Bruce,  L..  Boynton  Beach.  FL, 
$88,727.43,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic.  MAR.  1989. 

Thompson.  Rubin,  Miami,  FL,  $6,171.11, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport.  I  A.  Chiropractic,  0(JT,  1982. 

Thornton,  Loren.  D..  Fruitland  Park,  FL, 
$110,199.26,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Toprahan,  Joseph,  A.,  Delray  Beach,  FL. 
$47,052.09,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Tricocci,  John,  F.,  Palm  Harl)or.  FL. 
$35,138.21,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic.  OCT,  1984. 

Vannucci,  Milo,  West  Palm  Beach,  FL, 
$49,235.56,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1983. 

Vitow,  Barry,  D.,  Boca  Raton,  FL,  $63,528.77 
LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Walburn.  Keith.  J.,  Chiefland,  FL,  $38,481.95, 
LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Walters,  Clark,  C.,  Dunedin,  FL,  $45,099.33, 
LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Whipkey,  Douglas,  G..  Jensen  Beach,  FL, 
$33,206.80,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  Citv,  MO.  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1988. 

Wieland,  David,  M.,  Saint  Petersburg,  FL, 
$47,248.03,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard.  IL,  Chiropractic, 
AUG,  1983. 

Yenzer  Jr.,  James.  VV.,  Pensacola.  FL, 
$126,931.00,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic.  SEP,  1985. 
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Zulovitz,  Mark. Vm  Beach.  FL. 

$59334.51,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

aUuctJ  Psjchohgy 

Alfonso,  Isabel,  Tallahastee,  FL,  $6,991.47, 
FLORIDA  STATE  UNIV,  Tallahassee,  FL, 
Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1988. 
Aufderhmde,  Dean.  H..  Shalimar,  FL, 
$15,555.42.  FULLER  THE(MXX3CAL 
SEMINARY.  Pasadena,  CA.  Clinical 
Psychology,  JUN,  1988. 

Barbato,  Beverly,  V.,  Hollywood,  FL, 
$14375.95.  NOVA  UNIVERSITY,  Ft. 
Lauderdale.  FL.  Clinical  Psydud^,  APR, 

1990. 

Barfield  HI,  Arthur,  D..  Tampa,  FL, 

$23,70094,  CAUFCXINIA  SCH.  CM'  PROF. 
PSY.,  San  Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 
MAR,  1987. 

Passman,  Fran,  M.,  Plantation,  FL, 

$18,621.83,  NOVA  UNIVERSITY.  Ft 
Lauderdale,  FL,  Clinical  Psychology,  MAY, 

1985. 

Keenan,  Margaret,  Port  Lauderdale,  FL. 
$5,276.68,  NOVA  UNIVERSITY,  Ft. 
Lauderdale.  FL,  Clinical  Psychology,  MAY, 

1991. 

Klein,  Jean,  C,  North  Miami,  FL.  $23,132.65, 
NOVA  UNIVERSITY,  FL  Lauderdale,  FL, 
Clinical  Psycbdogy,  IKC,  1985. 

Kotula,  Jeanne,  Delray  Beach,  FL.  $16,452.62, 
FLORIDA  INST.  OF  TECHNOLOGY.  . 
Melbourne,  FL,  Clinical  Psychology,  AUG, 

1986. 

Westby,  Lyime,  B..  Mdboume,  FL,  $354.77, 
FLORIDA  INST.  OT  TECHNOLOGY. 
Melbourne,  FL,  Clinical  Psychology,  AUG, 
1985. 

Dentistry 

Amoozegar,  Carolyn,  P..  Cocoa,  FL, 
$70,39635,  UNIV  OP  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  Sa  CTR,  Oklahoma  Qty.  OK, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Bartolazo,  A^n.  K.,  Seminole,  FL. 
$105311.33,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA.  Dentistry,  JAN.  1989. 
Bradley,  Michael,  E.,  Altunonte  Springs,  PL, 
$57325.96,  LCHdA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  FEB,  1982. 
Bruyning,  Edwin,  P.,  Miami,  PL,  $91,609.90, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston,  MA, 
Dmtistry,  JUL,  1988. 

Bullion  Jr.,  James,  F..  Maitland,  FL, 
$84,442.74,  EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta. 
GA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Capiro,  Manuel,  Hialeah,  FL,  $57,199.13, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY,  New  Yoric,  NY, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Chattin,  Donald.  H..  Shalimar,  FL.  Sl,161.43, 
WEST  VIRGINIA  UNIV,  Morgantown.  WV, 
Dentistry,  JUN.  1980. 

Christopoulos,  Steve,  Saint  Petersburg.  PL, 
$9,185.17,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY.  Boston, 
MA.  Dentistry,  JUN.  1986. 

Ciborowtki,  Casimer,  J.,  Port  Charlotte,  FL. 
$114,183.26,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit. 
MI,  Dentistry,  APR,  1965. 

Coello.  Carlos,  A.,  Parkland,  FL,  $129,954.16, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Conc^pdon,  Jorge,  L..  Miami,  FL,  $67314.44, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston,  MA, 
Dentistry,  MAR,  1987. 


Da  Costa.  Midiael.  P*..  MiaraL  FL,  $12,188.73, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC,  San  Flandsco, 

CA,  DenHstry,  MAY.  IMS. 

Denham,  Audrey,  J.,  Riviera  Beach,  n,, 
$10,970.24,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY, 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN.  1984. 

Dufi^,  Lawrence,  Longwood,  FL.  $53,156.03, 
WASHINGTCR<(  UNIV,  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Garcia,  Jose,  E.,  Altamonte  Springs,  FL, 
$35,176.19,  CMHO  STATE  UNIVERSITY, 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1987. 
Gerlecz,  Steven,  M..  Lynn  Haven,  FL. 
$31,212.84,  UNIV  CM'  MISSOURI  KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  City.  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1985. 

Green,  George.  D.,  Coral  Springs,  FL, 
$4,239.76,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
WashingtiMt,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 
Hammonds,  Michael,  G.,  Orlando,  Fh, 
$127,129.69,  UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE. 
Louisville,  1^,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1964. 
Hartley,  Gecvge,  W.,  Homestead,  FL, 
$23,526.98,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Wa^ington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1988. 

Ho,  Tram,  B..  Saint  Peterdiurg,  FL,  $7,446.16, 
VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH  UNIV- 
MCV,  Richmond.  VA.  Dentistry,  AUG. 

1989. 

Hollander,  Gregg.  M.,  Homestead.  FL, 
$15,382.90,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia.  PA,  Dentistry,  FEb,  1985. 
Kaiser-Coello,  Karen,  K..  Parkland,  FL, 
$68,857.39,  WASHINGTON  UNIV, ». 

Louis,  MO.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Luis,  Jacqueline,  X..  Miami,  PL,  $3,693.21, 
UNIV  OF  FUKUDA,  Gainesville,  FL. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 

Mandracchia.  Miilip,  Delray  Beach,  FL. 
$16,527.84,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY, 

New  York,  NY,  Dmtistry,  JUL,  1984. 

Mason.  Peggy,  J.,  Miami  L^es,  FL, 
$189,558.62,  BOSTON  UNIVStSTTY, 
Boston,  MA.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
McClure,  Brian.  Jupiter,  FL.  $7,491.15,  UNIV 
OF  FLORIDA,  Gdnesville,  PL,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1989. 

Mrmtilla,  Miguel,  A.,  Minni,  FL,  $19332.75, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Bostim,  MA. 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1980. 

Nance,  Keith,  W.,  Valparaiso,  FL,  $53,287.28, 

'  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI  KANSAS  CITY, 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
Olah,  Dian,  M.,  Saint  Petersbu^,  FL, 
$42,692.30,  UNIV  OF  FLORIDA. 
Gainesville,  FL.  Dentistry,  SEP.  1985. 
Peiiman,  Bruce,  C.,  West  Palm  Beach,  FL, 
$28,046.96,  EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta. 

GA,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1982. 

Prill,  Mark,  S..  Deerfield  Beach,  FL, 
$20,387.05,  LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO, 
Ma)rwood,  IL,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 
Quillin  II,  Thomas,  E.,  Saint  Petersburg,  FL, 
$5,076.29,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington.  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY.  1991. 
Quinn.  Lillie.  Apt^ka,  FL,  $5371.45. 
MEHARRY  MED  GOLLEGE,  NashvUle,  TN, 
Dentistry,  AUG,  1979. 

Reynolds.  John,  C,  Riviera  Beech.  FL. 
$84310.81.  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVHISITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA.  Dentistry,  JUN,  1982. 
Reynolds,  Timothy,  L,  Jacksonville  Beadi, 

FL,  $128,500.18,  LOMA  UNDA 
UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Unda,  CA.  Dentistry, 
IffiC.1984. 


Ritchie  Jr..  Lkqrd,  K..  Cantonment,  FL, 
$7,912.51,  GEORGETOWN  IWIVERSITY, 
Washington.  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1968. 

Ross.  Ronald,  B..  Coral  Sprtiigs.  FL, 
$44,858.52,  UNIV  OP  PITTSBURGH, 
Pittsburgh.  PA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 
Shakman,  Robert,  E..  Qearwater,  FL. 
$125,185.20,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston. 
MA,  Dentist^,  JUN,  1985. 

Sberron,  Hugh,  K.,  Marathon  Shores,  FL, 
$146,781.10,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1985. 
Small,  Larry,  J.,  Jacksonville,  FL,  $27,880.52, 
UNIV  OF  FLCMHDA,  GainesviUe,  FL, 
Dentistry,  DEC,  1989. 

Urban.  Curt.  j..  Sebastian,  FL,  $83,179.75, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVHISITY.  Milwaukee, 
WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Ward,  Rodney,  A.,  Orlmdo,  FL,  $12351.26, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  OCT,  1983. 

Wilson,  Edwaid,  R..  Saint  Petersburg,  FL, 
$101,933.25,  INDIANA  UNIV  AT 
INDIANAPOUS,  Bloomington,  IN, 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1986. 

Optometry 

Cummings,  Michael.  A.,  Tampa,  FL. 
$21,722.16,  NEW  ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OP 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston,  MA,  Optometry, 
MAR,  1985. 

Gardner,  Edmond,  P.,  Miami,  FL, 
$150,16539,  ILLINOIS  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Chicago.  IL,  C^rtoroetry, 
MAY,  1983. 

Johnston,  Janies,  F.,  Ocala,  PL,  $21342.00, 
ILLINOIS  CXH.LEGE  OP  (X>TOMETRY. 
Chicago,  IL,  Optcmietry,  MAY,  1988. 
Markle,  James,  A..  Pompano  Beadi,  FL, 
$75,417.12,  NEW  ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston,  MA,  Optometry, 
MAR,  1985. 

Neal,  Terry.  L.,  Gainesville,  FL,  $4,795.73, 
SOUTHi^  COLLEGE  CM?  OTTCMwIETRY. 
Memphis,  TN,  Optometry,  JUN,  1985. 

Pfab,  Mary,  C.,  Jaduronville,  PL,  $60,905.86, 
SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY. 
Memphis,  TN,  Cytometry,  JUN,  1965. 

Osteopathy 

Austin.  Jerry,  Dania.  FL,  $67,767.09, 
SOUTHEASTERN  COLLEGE  OF  OST. 
MED.,  N.  Miami  Beach.  FL,  Osteopathy, 
DEC,  1987. 

Baker,  Betty,  J.,  Opa  Locka,  FL,  $195,450.81, 
SOUTHEASTERN  COLLEGE  OF  OST. 
MED.,  N.  Miami  Beach,  FL,  Osteopathy, 
JUN.  1988. 

Baldwin,  Barbara,  L..  Orlando,  FL, 
$12,654.64,  TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
MED,  Fort  Worth.  TX,  Osteopathy.  JUN, 
1986. 

Di-Cowdan,  Arthur,  M.,  South  Miami,  PL. 
$217,622.04,  SOUTHEASTERN  CCM.LBGE 
OF  OST.  MED.,  N.  Miami  Beach.  FL, 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1986. 

Hannum  III,  Robert,  J.,  Tampa,  FL.  $6387.97, 
PH1LAI»LPHIA  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED. 
Hiiladelpbia,  PA,  Osteopathy,  JUL,  1987. 
Hardmon,  Kevin,  B.,  Ciearwater,  FL. 
$145353.52,  KIRKSVILLE  CLG  CH'  OST 
MED.  Kiiksville,  MO,  Osteopathy.  JUN. 
1986. 

Heisler,  J.,  Cape  Coral,  FL,  $16303.08. 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  & 
SURGERY,  Tulsa.  C^.  Osteopathy.  MAY. 
1989. 
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House,  Charles,  P.,  Bradenton,  FL, 
$148,227.40,  UNIV  OF  NEW  ENGLAND, 
Biddeford,  ME,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 

Lyons,  Glynnis,  J.,  Tampa,  FL,  $6,316.89, 
WEST  VIRGINIA  SCH  OF  OST  MED, 
Lewisburg,  WV,  Osteopathy,  JUL,  1982. 

Majauskas,  Retrantas,  P.,  West  Palm  Beach, 

FL,  $190,206.91,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy, 
MAY,  1985. 

Masters,  Christopher,  T.,  Saint  Petersburg, 

FL,  $133,383.69,  SOUTHEASTERN 
COLLEGE  OF  OST.  MED.,  N.  Miami  Beach, 
FL,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1986. 

Tooker,  Bruce,  T.,  Orlando,  FL,  $116,290.91, 
SOUTHEASTERN  COLLEGE  OF  OST. 

MED.,  N.  Miami  Beach,  FL,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1987. 

Webb,  Paul,  E.,  Hollywood,  FL,  $148,068.77, 
SOUTHEASTERN  COLLEGE  OF  OST. 

MED.,  N.  Miami  Beach,  FL,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1986. 

York,  William,  C.,  Tallahassee,  FL, 

$11,676.84,  WEST  VIRGINIA  SCH  OF  OST 
MED,  Lewisburg,  WV,  Osteopathy,  MAY, 
1982. 

Pharmacy 

Butler,  Eddie,  J.,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL, 
$61,872.38,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY, 

Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1981. 

Copeland-Collier,  Kat,  Saint  Petersburg,  FL, 
$17,664.78,  UNIV  OF  FLORIDA, 
Gainesville,  FL,  Pharmacy,  MAR,  1980. 

Jacob,  Robert,  S.,  Saint  Petersburg,  FL, 
$13,434.19,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY, 
Greenvale,  NY,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1984. 

Spogen,  Frederic,  Cocoa  Beach,  FL, 

$7,535.14,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUL, 
1982. 

Vinci,  Robert,  M.,  Tampa,  FL,  $16,513.93, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY,  Omaha,  NE, 
Pharmacy,  AUG.  1987. 

Podiatry 

Alderson,  James,  R.,  Longwood,  FL, 
$201,607.30,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Becker,  Russell,  P.,  Miami,  FL,  $30,448.09, 
BARRY  UNIVERSITY-PODIATRIC  MED, 
Miami  Shores,  FL,  Podiatry,  JAN,  1989. 

Benitez-Negron,  Enrique,  North  Miami,  FL, 
$119,547.30,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA, 
Podiatry.  DEC,  1986. 

Bolanio,  Maritza,  Miami,  FL,  $95,299.27, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1987. 

Carroll.  Edward,  A.,  Sunrise,  FL, 

$112,177.39,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  LA, 
Podiatry,  NOV,  1986. 

Cividino,  Stephanie,  Tampa,  FL,  $24,924.99, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 

Delgado.  Jorge,  A..  Miami,  FL,  $32,991.66, 
BARRY  UNIVERSITY-PODIATRIC  MED. 
Miami  Shores,  FL,  Podiatry,  DEC,  1987, 

Di  Napoli.  James,  J.,  Opa  Locka,  PL, 
$47,736.63,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  JUN. 

1984. 

Fenev,  John,  M.,  Miami,  FL,  $172,086.42, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 


Fine,  David,  S.,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL, 
$82,388.40,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Huff,  Gregory,  E.,  West  Palm  Beach,  FL, 
$17,139.39,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  FEB. 

1987. 

Mollohan,  Ernest,  L.,  Pensacola,  FL, 
$7,884.59,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1993. 

Moore,  Darall,  J.,  Saint  Petersburg,  FL, 
$158,203.71,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Polizzi,  Louis,  Orlando,  FL,  $22,301.60, 

OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 

Smith,  Larry,  D.,  Tallahassee,  FL,  $35,677.07, 
DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL.  Podiatry,  APR,  1985. 

Stem,  Jonathan,  P.,  Miami,  FL,  $120,789.02, 
DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 

Vivas,  William,  R.,  Miami,  FL,  $39,320.31, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Welt,  Robert,  L.,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL, 
$58,849.52,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York.  NY, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Wright,  Victor,  J.,  Bartow,  FL,  $12,410.59, 

DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  SEP,  1984. 

Public  Health 

Hazelwood  3rd,  Harry,  Daytona  Beach,  FL, 
$102,542.85,  COLUMBIA  UNIV.  HEALTH 
SCIENCES.  New  York,  NY.  Public  Health. 
JAN,  1986. 

Medina,  Ramona,  M.,  Saint  Petersburg,  FL, 
$33,480.77,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Public  Health,  AUG,  1984. 
Papillon,  Franck,  H.,  North  Miami,  FL, 
$8,574.91,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Public  Health,  SEP,  1996. 
Portnoy.  Barry,  F.,  Altamonte  Springs,  FL, 
$16,618.51,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1987. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Funk,  Richard,  S.,  Brandon,  FL,  $6,964.41, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus. 
OH,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 
Howard,  Susan,  G.,  Gainesville,  FL, 
$71,602.99,  UNIV  OF  FLORIDA. 
Gainesville,  FL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  FEB, 
1989. 

Lee,  John,  D.,  Jacksonville,  FL,  $3,934.33, 
MISSISSIPPI  STATE  UNIV,  Mississippi 
St.,  MS,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 
Moore,  Mary,  E.,  West  Palm  Beach,  FL, 
$12,376.96,  UNIV  OF  WISCONSIN. 
Madison,  WI,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 

1988. 

Pattio,  Nolton,  Ocala,  FL.  $18,962.97,  UNIV 
OF  PENNSYLVANIA.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Georgia 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Barnes,  William,  T.,  Macon,  GA,  $16,646.87, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Macon,  GA. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JAN,  1987. 

Benson,  Glen,  N.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $21,843.05, 
PENN  STATE  UNIV— HERSHEY  MC. 


Hershey,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Bowen-Hay,  Winston,  B.,  Norcross,  GA, 
$71,102.25,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Allopathic  Medicine.  SEP, 

1988. 

Brown,  Darren,  W..  Doraville,  GA,  $3,701.59, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton,  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Cannon,  Linda,  J.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $43,258.83, 
MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE,  Atlanta.  GA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Carroll.  Otto.  S..  Atlanta,  GA.  $148,590.93, 
ORAL  ROBERTS  UNIV,  Tulsa.  OK. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Darrisaw,  Brian.  R.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $5,342.08, 
CORNELL  UNIV  MED  COLLEGE.  New 
York,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1987. 

Dickens,  Charles,  L.,  College  Park,  GA, 
$26,575.82,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1989, 

Garth,  Gregory,  A.,  Marietta,  GA,  $28,296.58, 
PENN  STATE  UNIV— HERSHEY  MC, 
Hershey,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1981. 

Gelfond,  William,  A.,  Atlanta,  GA, 

$36,881.00,  EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta. 
GA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1982. 
Harper,  Jennifer,  M.,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$196,073.28,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE, 
Atlanta.  GA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987. 

Hooker,  Bryan,  D.,  Gumming,  GA,  $449.85, 
UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— BIRMINGHAM, 
Birmingham,  AL.  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1988. 

Howard,  Anthony,  L.,  Swainsboro,  GA, 
$177,695.49,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Hunter,  Jennifer,  E.,  Augusta,  GA, 

$16,843.52,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1988. 

Jackson,  Douglas,  Atlanta,  GA,  $46,743.79, 
CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE  UNIV, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1987. 

Johnson,  Benjamin,  P.,  Smyrna.  GA, 
$94,200.79,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE. 
Atlanta,  GA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Kinahan,  James.  J.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $141,217.53, 
BOWMAN  GRAY  SCHOOL  OF  MED. 
Winston  Salem,  NC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1989. 

Kiser,  Curtis,  Atlanta,  GA,  $117,911.72, 
MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE,  Atlanta.  GA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Lawler,  Matthew,  P.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$63,742.36,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Omaha,  NE,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC, 

1982. 

Majeed,  Ishaq,  H.,  Decatur,  GA,  $79,482.75, 
MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE,  Atlanta.  GA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

McGhee,  James,  E.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $3,636.31, 
EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta.  GA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Millon,  Jeffery,  M.,  Atlanta.  GA,  $34,527.99, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  FEB,  1987. 
Moorhead,  James,  F.,  College  Park,  GA, 
$35,559.65,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE, 
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Atlanta,  GA,  Allopathic  MediciiM,  |UN, 

1985. 

Nelson,  RirfMrl,  L.,  Macon,  GA,  $4,501.12, 
MEHARRY  MED  OOLLBCX,  Nashrille,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medidne,  MAY,  1979. 

Patterson,  Lea,  T.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $6,120.56, 
MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE,  Atlanta,  GA. 
Allopathic  Mediclna,  APR,  1969. 

Rachel,  Everett,  D.,  De<atur,  GA.  $4,521.00, 
UNIV  OP  ALABAMA— BIRMINGHAM, 
Birmingham,  AL,  Allopathic  Medidne, 
JUN,  1989. 

Robinson,  Kacmle,  L..  Stone  Mountain,  GA. 
$82,843.28,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Allopathic  Medidne,  }UN, 

1985. 

Rudner,  Todd.  W..  Atlanta.  GA.  $16,68035, 
WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit,  Ml. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Salimonu,  CHadele,  K..  Decatur,  GA. 
$50,546.04,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  (»>  CRUO. 
Toledo,  OH.  Allopathic  Medicine,  )UL, 
1987. 

Samarasinghe,  ApL  Atlanta,  GA. 

$3,748.02.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1990. 

Schimandle,  jeff.  H..  Decatur,  GA,  $3,371.76, 
UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  Cff  N)— MEDICAL, 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUL, 

1986. 

Smith,  Robin,  G.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $52,705.36, 
UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR  MED  SCI. 

Little  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1988. 

Smith,  niyllis,  M,  Avondale  Estates,  GA, 
$13,497.78,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG, 

1989. 

Smith,  Charles,  C.  Atlanta,  GA.  $36,143.82, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF  MED. 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP, 
1986. 

Stapleshome,  Michelle, ).,  Decatur,  GA, 
$6,400.59,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Allopathic  Medidne,  MAY, 

1990. 

Strankman,  Nancy,  A.,  Tucker,  GA, 
$26,892.26,  UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE, 
Louisville,  KY,  Allopethic  Medicine,  |UL, 
1989. 

Tull  II,  David.  A,  Atlanta,  GA,  $16,771.43, 
UNIV  OP  SOUTH  ALABAMA.  Mobile.  AL, 
Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN,  1989. 

Watson  Jr.,  Henry,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$24,341.49,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLECT 
Nashville,  TN,  Allqpethic  Medidne,  JUL, 

1984. 

Westermeyer,  Scott,  A,  Gainesville,  GA, 
$98,248.29.  EAST  TENNESSEE  STATE 
UNIV,  Johnson  Qty,  TN,  Allopathic 
Medicine.  JUN,  1987. 

Wilson,  Evdyn,  Cdumbus.  GA  $63  A48.75, 
MOREHOUSE  O^LEGE,  AUanta.  GA 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR,  1987. 

Woody,  Edith,  K.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $23,682.86, 
OHK)  STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus. 
OH,  Alopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 
Yarde,  William,  L.,  Jonesboro,  GA, 
$99,771.28,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE. 
Atlanta.  GA,  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN, 

1985. 

Odwproctic 

Ackermann,  Anne,  E.^  Marietta,  GA 
$47,425.85.  LIFE  COLLEGE,  MarietU,  GA 
Chiropnctic,  1984. 


Ackermann,  Brian,  J.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$46,279.02,  UFE  CCALBGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Agee,  Mark,  W.,  Smyrna,  GA,  $50,313.30, 

LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropradic,  DEC,  1984. 

Ali,  Abainsak,  A.,  College  Park,  GA. 
$21,197.88,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropradic,  APR,  1987. 

Amini,  Johari,  M.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $19,670.79, 
NATIC»IAL  COLLEGE  OT 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Lombard.  IL, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Ash,  Carla,  L.,  &nyma,  GA,  $78,297.71,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA,  Chiropradic, 

DEC.  1986. 

Bain,  Lee,  R.,  Marietta,  GA  $103,232.98, 

UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA 
Chiropradic,  S^,  1988. 

Bamer,  Robwt,  Marietta,  GA,  $48,757.43, 

UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA 
Chiropractic,  K^Y,  1980. 

Bell,  Clayton,  ^  Riverdaie,  GA  $101,741.96, 
UFE  OOLITE,  Marietta,  GA 
Chiropractic,  S^,  1987. 

Berman,  David.  R,  Riverdaie,  GA, 
$109413.44,  UFE  OOLLBCX,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1986. 

Bernstein,  David,  T..  Atlanta,  GA.  $16,194J55, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic.  MAR,  1988. 

Bertrand,  Scott,  R.,  Marietta,  GA,  $83,12741, 
UFE  CCRLBGE,  Mvietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  KC,  1984. 

Bishop  Jr.,  William,  B.,  Cartersville.  GA. 
$20,354.21,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Blackwell,  Sherry,  M.,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$14,734.18,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR.  1986. 

Blake,  Lisa,  M.,  Decatur,  GA,  $75440.48, 

NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  CCKJEGE, 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Bleyaert,  Lamont,  J.,  Woodstock,  GA 
$50,552.10,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA 
Chiropradic,  SEP,  1985. 

Bloomingdale,  Stephen,  A..  Toccoa,  GA, 
$69,405.85,  LIFE  CCRLEGE,  Maridta,  GA. 
Qiiiopractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Bohr,  Corinne,  E.,  Alpharetta,  GA 
$57,090.67,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Bond,  William,  H.,  Woodstock,  GA, 
$96,154.02,  LIFE  COLl^C^,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropradic,  FEB,  1985. 

Boyles,  Jack,  E.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $34,067.64, 

UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 

Bracy,  Robert,  G,  Alpharetta,  GA,  $12,443.69, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  M»ietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Breazeale,  Michael,  E.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$109,643.26,  UFE  COLLKX,  MarietU,  GA, 
Chiroixactic,  MAR,  1987. 

Brooks,  Debra,  D.,  Dcniglasvlile,  GA, 
$14,774.91,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  FEB.  1985. 

Brooks,  Williun,  B.,  Decatur,  GA,  $59,325.86, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  MarietU,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Brown,  Wilbur,  E.,  Dunwoody,  GA, 
$11,074.24,  PALMER  OCRLEGE 
CHlROPRACnC,  Davfflaport,  lA 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Brown,  Mary,  E.,  Marietta,  GA,  $22,337.00, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropradic,  S^,  1985. 


Brown,  George,  A.,  Smyrna,  GA,  $7,692.85, 
CLEVELAND  CHIRC^RACTIC  CLG  fVfO), 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  CIiir(^)ractic,  SEP,  1990. 

Burleson,  David,  A.,  Dunwoody,  GA, 
$21,289.10,  UFE  COLLECT,  Mwietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Burnett,  G.,  Diane,  AtlanU,  GA,  $9,679.87, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  MarietU,  GA, 
Chiropradic,  JUN,  1984. 

Byrd,  Ricardau,  E.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $25,192.47, 
Ure  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 

Cassan,  Steven,  S.,  Cantcm,  GA,  $26,582.28, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  MarietU,  GA. 
Chiro(Hractic,  MAR,  1985. 

CavaHeie,  Ftrances,  C,  Marietta,  GA, 
$73,100.00,  UFE  COLLEGE,  MarietU.  GA, 
Chiropradic,  OCT,  1984. 

Chbm^,  Mark,  B.,  Acworth,  GA,  $95,393.99, 
UFE  COU^GE,  MarietU,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Chochia,  Thomas,  N.,  Smyrna,  GA, 
$67,760.61,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  MarietU,  GA, 
Qiin^ractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Qrou,  Barbara,  L,  Savannah,  GA,  $7,821.33, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1982. 

Clay,  Cassius,  C.,  AtlanU,  GA,  $25491.40, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  MarietU.  GA, 
Chiropradic.  JUN,  1983. 

Clayton,  Richaid,  E,  Marietta,  GA, 
$68,011.65,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  MarietU,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Collins  Jr.,  CeciL  E..  Canton,  GA.  $54,28544, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  MarietU,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Conard,  Arden,  M.,  AtlanU,  GA,  $18440.17, 
UFE  CCRLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984, 

Conrad,  Cynthia,  L.,  MarietU,  GA, 
$12413.49,  UFE  COLLEGE  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  NOV,  1982. 

Cook,  Robert,  D.,  Tennille,  GA,  $61,642.20, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROHIACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1987. 

Cooper,  Rob^,  N.,  Marietta,  GA,  $7,389.22, 
UFE  COLLEGE  MarietU,  GA, 
Chiropradic,  MAR,  1988. 

Cosmelli,  Patricia,  Marietta,  GA,  $6,11741, 
LIFE  COLLEGE  MarietU,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Cox,  Harold,  D.,  MarietU,  GA,  $119,354.32, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA.  Chin^ractic,  MAE 

1987. 

Crawford,  Franklin,  R.,  AusteU,  GA, 
$53468.14.  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropradic,  DEC,  1984. 

Crimens,  Patrida.  T.,  Alpharetta,  GA, 
$64,042.11,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Cross,  Bruce,  W.,  Uthonia,  GA,  $52,425.29, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chirc^radic,  DEC,  1983. 

Qrosswhite.  Larry,  K.,  Oakwood,  GA. 
$98,902.48,  UFE  COLLEGE  MarietU,  GA. 
Chiropradic,  SEP,  1986. 

Culver.  Toni,  Y..  Austell,  GA,  $51,171.76, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Cutler,  Petw,  G.,  Norcross,  GA,  $68,376.17, 
UFE  COLLECT  MarietU,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Dannels,  Douglas,  G.Douglasville,  GA, 
$45426.19.  UFE  COLLEGE  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUL.  1985. 
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Darnell,  John,  E.,  Monroe,  GA,  $15,317.75, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  LA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Davis,  Douglas,  H.,  Americus,  GA, 
$58,912.22,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Day,  Philip,  A.,  Savannah,  GA,  $66,458.65, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1966. 

Day,  Duane,  D.,  Smyrna,  GA,  $28,700.22, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Cltiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Deopp,  William,  N.,  Lilbum,  GA,  $49,722.43, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Duker,  John,  Smyrna,  GA,  $104,406.08,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

JUN,  1987. 

Earley,  Kenneth,  S.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $58,311.07, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1968. 

Edmunds,  John,  D.,  Dallas,  GA,  $112,666.98, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Erickson,  Brock,  T.,  Marietta,  GA,  $7,376.86, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1990. 

Farley.  James,  D.,  Marietta,  GA,  $46,368.07, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Farmer,  Henry,  C.,  Cedartown,  GA, 
$34,200.02,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Ficco,  David,  S.,  Duluth,  GA,  $63,720.85, 
UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Fisher,  Michael,  J.,  Marietta,  GA,  $27,127.87, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1990. 

Flateau,  Jacqeline,  A.,  Kennesaw,  GA, 
$5,860.23,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1990. 

Galzarano,  Carole,  A.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$63,708.59,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Gardner,  Lester,  J.,  Jesup,  GA,  $28,918.85, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987, 

Gill,  Joseph,  C..  Atlanta,  GA,  $114,582.89, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1986. 

Gotkin,  Stuart,  T.,  Smyrna,  GA,  $52,060.25, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Gross,  liiomas,  Smyrna,  GA,  $60,230.95, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Haezebrouck,  Joe,  V.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$15,316.52,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1982. 

Hall,  Jol^,  L.,  Cartersville,  GA,  $108,694.21, 
UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1988. 

Henshaw,  Clifford,  D.,  Brunswick,  GA, 
$54,919.73,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Herman,  Patricia,  K.,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$12,158.78,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic.  SEP,  1987. 

Hojeij,  Wassim,  H.,  Forest  Park.  GA. 
$10,094.01,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1990. 

Holewinski.  Kenneth,  G.,  Marietta,  GA. 
$40.17&35.  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 


Hophier,  Noreen,  V.,  Powder  Springs,  GA, 
$5,629.43,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Hoyt,  John,  A.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $6,658.16,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

MAR,  1988. 

Hughes,  Charles,  E.,  Roswell.  GA, 

$129,619.29,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1965. 

Hundley,  Kenneth,  L.,  Dallas,  GA, 
$127,845.41,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Hunger  Jr.,  Edwin,  L.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$49,424.68,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1985. 

Hush,  George,  G.,  Smyrna,  GA,  $43,388.46, 
LIFE  COLhEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Iraci,  Cynthia,  L.,  Waleska,  GA,  $91,608.90, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Jackson,  Jerry,  J.,  Marietta,  GA,  $42,711.10, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 

Judd,  Ronald,  K.,  Jasper,  GA,  $45,668.55, 

LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Justice,  James,  L.,  Lawrenceville,  GA, 

■  $126,086.58,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Kay,  Alicia,  E.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $38,742.83,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

OCT.  1984. 

Kephart,  Edwin,  T.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $69,254.99, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

King,  David,  W.,  Marietta.  GA,  $29,817.25, 
U^  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Klapp,  Randall,  K.,  Marietta,  GA,  $83,793.17, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Klapp,  Cecilia,  I.,  Marietta,  GA,  $94,889.17, 
U^  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Klejnot,  Timoty,  A.,  Marietta,  GA, 

$74,461.72,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Knight,  Ronald,  G.,  Peachtree  City,  GA, 
$123,014.32,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1986. 

Kowalske,  Philip,  F.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$113,230.41,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Kronlund,  Douglas,  G.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$28,462.06,  UFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1990. 

Kyle,  G^rge,  G.,  Chamblee,  GA,  $48,468.02, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1983. 

Lafleur,  Allen,  R.,  Marietta,  GA,  $107,969.76, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Lambert-Kemlage,  Sharon,  A.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$87,633.99,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Lancaster,  Barry,  D.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$51,734.97,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Lanier,  Wanda,  M.,  Marietta,  GA,  $54,350.63, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Lee,  Carole,  A.,  Acworth,  GA,  $22,193.68, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 


Lee,  David,  G.,  Marietta,  GA,  $17,977.16, 

LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Liss,  Jay,  C.,  Alpharetta.  GA,  $4,307.13,  UFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

MAR,  1988. 

Lister,  Rufiis,  G.,  Marietta,  GA,  $39,198.23, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Lubnewski,  Peter,  P.,  Smyrna,  GA, 

$89,986.51,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Marcum,  Craig,  A.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $4,450.26, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989, 

Marsh,  Jeffrey,  C.,  Marietta,  GA,  $79,697.98. 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Massengale,  Gregory,  L.,  Woodstock,  GA, 
$84,104.98,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Mathiak,  Karen,  1.,  Griffrn,  GA,  $25,083.71, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Mayles,  Sandra,  M.,  Dalton,  CA,  $58,454.54, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JAN.  1984. 

McCormick,  Robert,  J.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$28,736.19,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic.  JUN,  1986. 

McMahon,  Joseph,  A.,  Marietta.  GA, 
$8,031.67,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1990. 

McQuaig,  John,  A.,  Dunwoody,  GA, 

$2,740.69,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Mercks,  James,  L.,  Lindale,  GA,  $118,930.77, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Moeckel,  Timothy,  S.,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$51,243.79,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Morgan,  Charles,  T.,  Marietta,  CA, 

$83,811.91,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Moritz,  Gregory,  M.,  Kennesaw,  GA, 
$73,917.67,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Mosley,  James,  C.,  Columbus,  GA, 

$45,607.23,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN. 
Chiropractic,  AUG*  1985. 

Mueller,  William,  J.,  Roswell,  GA, 

$53,779.79,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Nappi,  Neil,  A.,  Kennesaw,  GA,  $42,955.15, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Nicholson,  James,  E.,  Powder  Springs,  CA, 
$119,566.53,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

O’Dell,  Craig,  L.,  Marietta,  GA,  $70,030.30, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Ogbuchi,  Sampson,  N.,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$6,895.75,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987, 

Owens,  James,  R.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $11,502.91, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Palffy,  Victor,  T.,  Marietta,  GA,  $126,218.41, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Palmer,  Albert,  A.,  Marietta,  GA,  $14,209.94, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO.  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1986. 
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Patterson,  Mark,  A.,  Marietta,  GA, 

$90,129.14,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983.  , 

Patterson  Jr.,  Alan,  M.,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$55,886.37,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Paul,  Roger,  W.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$101,410.48,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Pavkov,  Gary,  A.,  Marietta,  GA,  $43,806.80, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  KWR,  1987, 

Penn  Jr.,  Paul,  F.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $54,590.88, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 

Perrier,  Debra,  D.,  Cedartown,  GA, 

$18,785.67,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Peters,  Ronald,  S.,  Marietta,  GA,  $1,196.85, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Polishuk,  Andre,  A.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$102,946.55,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Pristash,  Michael,  R.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$84,090.46,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Pukancik,  Susan,  M.,  Marietta,  GA, 

$5,975.01,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Rawlins,  Joel,  J.,  Douglas,  GA,  $108,432.21, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Reybitz,  Konrad.  F.,  Atlanta,  GA.  $55,573.73, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Reymann,  William,  M.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$6,483.60,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Rice.  Wayne,  W.,  Marietta,  GA,  $810.52,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 
MAR.  1991. 

Richardson,  David,  M.,  Norcross,  GA, 
$36,547.84,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Rines,  Susan,  B.,  Marietta,  GA,  $3,569.65, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Rizzuto,  Richard,  W.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$17,530.74,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1989. 

Robideau,  Robert,  G.,  Kennesaw,  GA, 
$51,952.10,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Robinson,  Albert,  R.,  Decatur,  GA, 

$44,388.10,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Roiko,  Alex,  G.,  Marietta,  GA,  $21,507.76, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Rosenberg,  Dean,  F.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $41,084.84, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  JUN.  1984. 

Rowland,  Jimmy,  H.,  Centerville,  GA, 
$57,651.85,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Rutkowski,  Morris,  E.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$82,000.56,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Scala,  Timothy,  D..  Marietta,  GA,  $28,008.28, 
UFE  COLLTCE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 

Schumacher,  Robert,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$8,530.86,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic.  OCT,  1984. 

Seaman,  John,  Gill,  Norcross,  GA, 

$18,846.77,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Severson,  Charles,  D.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$32,650.23,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1982. 

Siegle,  Raymond,  J.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $2,788.65, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1988. 

Siegrist  III,  Harry,  E.,  Austell,  GA, 

$42,384.34,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Sieradzki,  Rex,  A.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $64,286.95, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Siminski,  Larry,  T.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $86,577.85, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Singleton,  Betty,  K.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $47,275.60, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Smith,  Gertrude,  M.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $66,708.59, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Snipe,  Theresa,  G.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $41 ,097.88, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Spears,  Roseann,  Marietta,  GA,  $98,023.56, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Spears,  George,  E.,  Kennesaw,  GA, 

$72,471.17,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Speizer,  Richard,  N.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$108,220.73,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987, 

Spiva,  Waiter,  E.,  Hiawassee,  GA, 
$109,967.16,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Spivey,  Douglas,  V.,  Smyrna,  GA.  $53,142.74, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Stephens,  Charles,  N.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$108,068.47,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Taylor,  Kenneth,  D.,  Duluth,  GA,  $42,081.88. 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Thomas,  Gordon,  A.,  Atlanta,  GA, 

$65,664.45,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Traff,  Randall,  R..  Marietta,  GA,  $3,934.21, 
UI^  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1991. 

Troutman,  William,  P.,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$26,083.47,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Troutman  Jr,,  William,  D.,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$36,256.52,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Tutt,  Gwendolyn,  M.,  Roswell,  GA, 
$59,893.30,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Vescuso,  John,  A.,  Marietta.  GA,  $91,339.08, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Vlahos,  James,  G.,  Alpharetta,  GA, 
$91,934.32,  LIFE  CXILLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Walker,  James,  E.,  Marietta,  GA,  $139,141.52, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Walker,  J.,  Bruce,  Powder  Springs,  GA, 
$70,560.86,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Wallace,  Mark,  R.,  Marietta,  GA,  $45,472.74, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 


Warrick,  Wayne,  D.,  Kennesaw.  GA, 
$44,568.57,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Warrick,  Dennis,  A.,  Marietta.  GA, 

$63,222.17,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Watts,  Charles,  S.,  College  Park,  GA, 
$29,286.13,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Weagley,  Jeffrey,  L.,  Marietta,  GA, 

$65,522.09,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Weatherly,  William,  C.,  Atlanta,  GA. 
$40,845.66,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Webb,  Margie,  M.,  Winston,  GA,  $10,409.72, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUL,  1983. 

Weisheit,  Lyn,  D.,  Roswell,  GA,  $93,434.76, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Williams,  D’oyen,  A.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$101,090.17,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Williams,  Samuel,  Atlanta,  GA.  $97,788.94, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Wooling  Sr.,  Leonard,  C.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$121,117.47,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Wuttke,  Albert,  M.,  Qayton,  GA,  $21,475.15, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1982. 

Yarian,  Eldon,  L.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $12,075.29, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Zakrzewski,  David,  R..  Marietta,  GA, 
$27,996.96,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1991, 

Zonder,  Stuart,  R.,  Acworth,  GA,  $71,738.02, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Daniels,  Gregory,  C.,  Atlanta.  GA,  $53,234.22. 
GEORGIA  STATE  UNIV,  Atlanta,  GA, 
Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1987. 

Lysle,  Scott,  A.,  Marietta,  GA,  $17,998.77, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 

Fresno,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  AUG, 
1989. 

Dentistry 

Beckford,  Yvonne,  E.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$41,876.91,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Brown,  Geffrey,  G.,  Decatur,  GA,  $8,516.01, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Callins,  Rheuben,  E.,  Savannah,  GA, 
$43,415.26,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1982. 

Carter  IV,  James,  E.,  Evans,  GA,  $9,167.89, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  GEORGIA. 
Augusta,  GA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Comer,  Barry,  L.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$94,932.63,  EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta. 
GA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Comer,  Julia,  R.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$123,491.10,  EMORY  UNIVERSITY, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Davis,  Georgia,  A.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$55,268.04,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Fortson,  Henry,  D.,  Thomasville,  GA, 
$178,158.17,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
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Hall,  John,  E.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $70,184.57, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Hammock,  Mark,  A.,  Decatur,  GA, 

$36,910.72,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1886. 
Holiday.  Harry,  Reidsville,  GA,  $81,448.80, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Jackson,  Lmter,  Savannah,  GA,  $51,560.05, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Labordeaux,  Herbert,  W.,  Stone  Mountain, 

GA.  $2,194.56,  UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE, 
Louisville,  KY,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 

Lester,  Joe,  N.,  Lithonia,  GA,  $17,465.79, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Little,  Deider,  Tanne,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$184,899.37,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
Mosely,  Nicholas.  A.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$114,068.31,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 
Reznik.  David.  A.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $18,937.50, 
EMORY  UNIVERSITY,  Atlanta.  GA. 
Dentistry.  AUG,  1984. 

Schaefer,  Mary,  L.,  Villa  Rica,  GA, 

$34,868.53,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 
Shepheard,  Cedric,  E..  Moultrie,  GA, 
$20,875.27.  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1986. 
Smithlee,  Helen,  Macon,  GA,  $16,927.88, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Summers,  Phermela,  E.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$26,096.95.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Titus,  Marshall,  H.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $68,714.64, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Wiloox.  Ronald,  C,  Peachtree  City,  GA, 
$21,072.12,  EMORY  UNIVERSITY,  Atlanta. 
GA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 

Williams,  Charlotte.  T.,  Savannah,  GA, 
$91,290.89,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1984. 
Williams  III,  James,  B.,  Savannah,  GA, 
$57,427.39,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Health  Administration 

Bobo,  Anthony,  D.,  Decatur,  GA,  $96,256.76, 
GEORGIA  STATE  UNIV,  Atlanta.  GA. 
Health  Administration.  DEC,  1986. 

Jones,  Kea,  P.,  Collie  Park,  GA,  $838.97, 
WASHINGTON  SCHOOL  OF  MEDICINE, 
St.  Louis,  MO,  Health  Administration,  JUN, 

1986. 

Optometry 

Kim,  Sung,  K..  Marietta,  GA,  $49,030.58, 
ILUNOIS  COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY, 
Chicago,  IL,  Optometry,  MAY,  1990. 

Osteopathy 

Brown,  Kevin,  T.,  Trenton,  GA,  $161,338.90, 
UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Kansas 
City,  MO,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987, 

Celestin,  Alexand,  Savannah,  GA, 
$117,327.22,  NEW  YORK  INST  TECH.  Old 
Westbuiy,  NY,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987, 
Woods,  Billy,  J.,  Cordele,  GA,  $104,988.41, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  & 
SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy,  FEB, 
1984. 


Pharmacy 

Adeleye,  Tokes,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$62,308.20,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY. 

Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  JUN.  1988. 

Arnold,  Gail,  D.,  Decatur,  GA,  $43,766.78, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta.  GA. 
Pharma^,  SEP,  1984. 

Clancy,  Kimberly,  A.,  Marietta,  GA, 

$1,287.13,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY,  Atlanta. 
GA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1987. 

Edeh,  Onyemaechi,  A.,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$50,823.37,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1934. 
Haileselassie,  Hapte,  Atlanta,  GA, 

$37,717.85,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY. 
Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1987. 

Hall,  Carolyn,  R.,  Doraville,  GA,  $14,523.58, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta,  GA. 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1989. 

Higdon  Jr..  David.  K.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$30,916.16,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY. 
Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1989. 

Jackson,  Lenell,  R..  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$23,425.82,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY. 
Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1987. 

Lowe,  Stephanie,  M.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$25,422.93,  MEROR  UNIVERSITY. 
Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy.  NOV,  1986. 
Mauser,  Joann,  Roswell,  GA,  $20,999.01 , 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta,  GA. 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1982. 

Okosun,  Edobor,  M..  Riverdale,  GA, 
$58,068.88,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1985. 
Osakue,  Stephen,  O.,  Atlanta,  GA, 

$10,641.61,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY. 
Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1986. 

Perry,  Audrey,  J..  East  Point,  GA,  $9,734.89, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta.  GA. 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1988. 

Taylor,  Gwendolyn,  Y.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$15,059.18,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY. 
Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  DEC,  1990. 

Van  Brookhoven.  Gloria,  Atlanta,  GA, 
$73,964.45,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1987. 
Wiggins  III,  William,  H.,  Marietta,  GA, 
$17,196.95,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY, 
Atlanta.  GA,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1985. 
Wingate,  Ronald,  A.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $5,157.54, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta.  GA, 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1989. 

Podiatry 

Baxendale,  Robert,  C.,  Savannah,  GA, 
$28,357.20.  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1982. 

Fabian,  Donna,  C.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $34,093.33, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  AUG,  1987. 

Hall,  Frederick,  J.,  Stone  Mountain,  GA, 
$116,275.38,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1988. 

Orji,  John,  E.,  Marietta,  GA,  $58,787.45, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Podiatry,  SEP, 
1986. 

Stellwagen,  J.,  David,  Clayton,  GA, 
$33,133.43,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Des  Moines.  lA, 
Podiatry,  JUL.  1988. 

Taylor,  Elton,  Stone  Mountain,  GA. 
$60,696.62,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland.  OH. 
Podiatry,  JUL,  1987. 


Public  Health 

Cox,  Robert,  M.,  Marietta,  GA,  $96,386.41, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY.  Loma  Linda. 
CA.  Public  Health,  SEP.  1981. 

Hansen,  Maria,  E.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $28,710.74, 
TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New  Orleans.  LA. 
Public  Health,  AUG,  1985. 

Nnokam,  Kennedy.  L,  Chamblee,  GA, 
$14,821.71,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Public  Health,  AUG, 

1987. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Bland,  Pierre,  B..  Atlanta,  GA,  $7,774.14, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIV'ERSITY,  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 
1985. 

Brown,  Mazola,  H.,  Atlanta,  GA,  $31,935.02, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAR, 
1984. 

Friedlander,  Michael,  A.,  Dunwoody,  GA, 
$22,058.75,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988.  • 

Long,  Melanie,  D.,  Norcross,  GA.  $5,628.33, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY. 

1988. 

Thread,  Velda,  L,  Roswell,  GA.  $6,059.86, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 
1990. 

Hawaii 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Lane,  Carmen,  Heidi.  Honolulu,  HI. 
$47,692.87,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1987. 

McKinney,  Laurence,  T„  Hilo,  HI, 

$31,868.25,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUhJ,  1984. 

Swanson,  Brian,  G.,  Kailua  Kona,  HI, 
$5,439.68,  WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit, 
Ml,  Allopathic  Medicine,  APR.  1985. 

Zasi,  Alan.  Kihei,  HI,  $68,695.91, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Chiropractic 

Bennett,  Hugh,  M.,  Honolulu,  Hi,  $5,940.75, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1989. 
Ferguson.  Gary.'M.,  Honolulu,  HI, 

$52,530.97,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Johanning,  Jeanine,  M.,  Paia,  HI,  $26,769.76, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG.  1986. 
McSherry,  Dale,  J.,  Kamuela,  HI,  $45,038.50, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic.  JUN,  1990. 
O’Connor,  Thomas,  J.,  Kihei,  HI,  $6,784.57, 
LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLECE-WEST. 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 
Rider.  Ward,  E.,  Aiea,  HI,  $7,909.48, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic.  DEC,  1983. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Inesi,  Gino,  E.,  Hilo.  HI,  $11,682.54,  PAQFIC 
GRAD  SCH(X)L  OF  PSYCHOLOGY.  Palo 
Alto,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  APR,  1990. 
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Dentistry 

Knickelbine,  Mark,  T.,  Honolulu,  HI, 
$28,895.21,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  VVl,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Osteopathy 

Reppy,  Robert,  R.,  Kailua,  HI,  $172,761.75, 
CLG  OF  OST  MEDIQNE  OF  THE  PACIFIC, 
Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1986. 

Podiatry 

Collins,  Ronald,  W.,  Hilo,  HI,  $151,108.34, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1988. 

Idaho 

Chiropractic 

Buckles,  Bobby,  R.,  Boise,  ID,  $47,236.41, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Eitemiller,  Todd,  O.,  Hayden  Lake,  ID, 
$54,876.21,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1988. 

Etminanrad,  Monica,  Coeur  D'Alene,  ID, 
$13,124.65,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Gott,  George,  M.,  Boise,  ID,  $65,709.72, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  NOV,  1984. 

Hannon,  Jon,  M  ,  Boise,  ID,  $35,946.29,  LOS 
ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC.  1989. 

Herem,  La^,  A.,  Burley,  ID,  $58,743.33, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Dentistry 

Tranmer,  Debbie,  Pocatello,  ID,  $64,809.38, 
CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE  SCHOOL. 
Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Wigg,  Kenneth,  Y.,  Pocatello,  ID,  $1,838.34, 
CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE  SCHOOL, 
Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Illinois 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Ampadu,  Charles,  O’Fallon,  IL,  $39,759.30, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Ashley,  William,  F.,  Chicago,  IL,  $29,059.49, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR,  1983. 

Battaglia,  Joseph,  Worth,  IL,  $16,476.61, 

UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO.  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Bearden,  Frank,  L.,  Chicago,  IL,  $33,860.41, 
RUSH  UNIVERSITY,  Chicago.  IL. 

Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC,  1980. 

Beckett,  James,  E.,  Des  Plaines,  IL, 

$51,805.95,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1984. 

Benson,  Laurel,  J.,  Forest  Park,  IL, 

$55,956.39,  UNIV  OF  COLORADO  MC, 
Denver,  CO,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1988. 

Boone,  Robert,  Champaign,  IL,  $4,224.20, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO.  Chicago.  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1983. 

Brown,  Lisa,  L,  Rockford,  IL,  $6,460.56, 

UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO.  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1991. 


Bukingolts,  Sol,  N.,  Niles,  IL,  $31,663.25, 
CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL.  North  Chicago. 

IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Burton,  Ann,  Y.,  Oak  Park,  IL,  $43,044.62, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO.  Toledo. 

OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Busse,  David,  J.,  Oak  Lawn,  IL,  $135,399.17, 
GEORGE  WASHINGTON  UNIV, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAR.  1986. 

Cherry,  Nanci,  D.,  Chicago,  IL,  $87,460.89, 
MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF  HUMAN  MED. 

East  Lansing,  MI,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

DEC.  1987. 

Cooper,  April,  D..  Hazel  Crest,  IL,  $62,305.66, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO.  Chicago.  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG,  1987. 

Courtney,  Tyla,  Bellwood,  IL,  $15,340.94, 
SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  UNIV.  Carbondale, 
IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Davis,  Helen,  N.,  Chicago,  IL,  $122,422.39, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Falater,  Laura,  M.,  Chicago,  IL,  $62,162.86, 
CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL.  North  Chicago. 
IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Farris  Jr.,  William,  R.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$118,059.80,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY, 

1986. 

Fields,  Jessie,  A.,  Chicago,  IL,  $22,122.92, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  PA..  Philadelphia. 
PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1982. 

Ford,  Natalie,  H.,  Chicago,  IL,  $9,126.31, 

UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Forde,  Danon,  E.,  Hinsdale,  IL,  $86,172.06, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Friedman,  Rochelle,  Chicago,  IL,  $49,794.97, 
CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL,  North  Chicago. 
IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Ganiyu,  Kehinde,  M.,  Orland  Park,  IL, 
$47,219.30,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 

1986. 

Gebo,  Paul,  D.,  Arlington  Heights,  IL. 
$14,713.12,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO. 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP, 
1988. 

Gee.  Will,  K.,  Chicago,  IL,  $12,681.33, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1983. 

Glenn,  Byron,  C.,  Carbondale,  IL,  $23,328.38, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO.  Chicago,  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Griffin,  Carol,  L.,  Savoy,  IL,  $5,766.85,  UNIV 
OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1991. 

Harvey  Jr.,  Waldo,  E.,  Chicago,  IL, 

$34,926.62,  UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

Hernandez,  Jose,  D.,  Chicago,  IL,  $39,013.51, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-OIICAGO.  Chicago.  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1988. 

Jairett,  William,  R.,  Chicago,  IL,  $74,612.36, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO.  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Jones,  John,  W.,  Chicago,  IL,  $31,098.24, 
UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1980. 

Jordan,  Donald,  L.,  Rockford,  IL,  $35,675.94, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 


Kirven,  Lisa,  D.,  Sycamore,  IL,  $14,832.03, 
HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH,  Boston,  MA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Kizaire,  Danielle,  C.,  Chicago,  IL,  $12,117.15, 
LOYOLA  UNIV— STRITCH  SCH  OF  MED, 
Maywood,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Lambrecht,  Andrew,  J.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$12,503.74,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St. 

Louis,  MO,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1988. 

Lessin,  Barry,  D.,  Chicago,  IL,  $57,369.00, 
UNIV  OF  WISCONSIN,  Madison.  Wl, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Mamby,  Audley,  R.,  Chicago,  IL,  $145,625.76, 
UNIV  OF  WISCONSIN.  Madison,  Wl. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Martin,  Kurt,  R.,  Springfield,  IL,  $3,594.60, 
SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  UNIV,  Carbondale. 
IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1991. 

Miller,  David,  R.,  Berkeley,  IL,  $10,551.67, 
UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— BIRMINGHAM. 
Birmingham,  AL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUL.  1987. 

Mitchell,  Kevin,  A.,  Chicago,  IL,  $23,828.17, 
SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  UNIV.  Carbondale. 
IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  FEB,  1987. 

Noone,  Michael,  B.,  Oak  Park,  IL,  $5,721.51, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 

Washington.  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1988. 

Nowakowski,  Joseph,  A.,  Palatine,  IL. 
$7,472.34,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1988. 

Page,  Dexter,  B.,  Chicago,  IL,  $22,933.00, 
RUSH  UNIVERSITY.  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1989. 

Pate,  Michael,  D.,  Des  Plaines,  IL,  $34,426.62, 
INDIANA  UNIV  AT  INDIANAPOUS, 
Bloomington,  IN,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUL.  1987. 

Patterson,  Sharon,  B.,  Chicago,  IL, 

$36,728.01,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO. 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1983. 

Phillips,  Richard,  O.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$137,262.32,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS- 
CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  SEP,  1989. 

Popoola,  Freddie,  M.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$152,542.72,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  Wl,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  DEC,  1983. 

Reese,  Elaine,  Dixmoor,  IL,  $31,781.13,  UNIV 
OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Rivera,  Pedro,  A.,  Carbondale,  IL,  $72,375.12, 
UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL  CARIBE, 
Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1988. 

Robbins,  Lamont,  C.,  Chicago,  IL,  $42,464.02, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  WISC., 
Milwaukee,  Wl,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Sajna,  Lynne,  Chicago,  IL,  $72,305.65,  UNIV 
OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP,  1986. 

Salomon,  Alix,  P.,  Chicago,  IL,  $43,736.55, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY,  1988. 
Singleton,  Edward,  L.,  Olympia  Fields,  IL, 
$2,050.33,  UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO. 
Chicago.  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN, 

1984. 

Somerville,  Philip,  Hoffman  Estates.  IL, 
$18,433.18,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO. 
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Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Sterling,  Jefbey,  E.,  Chicago,  IL,  $4,188.48, 
UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Superson-Malachinski,  Bolingbrook,  IL, 
$14,222.29,  CHICAGO  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
MED.  Downers  Grove,  IL,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1980. 

Thompson,  Kim,  Q,  Calumet  Park,  IL, 
$67,357.21,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1985. 

Thompson,  Anthony,  W..  Chicago,  IL, 
$57,638.06,  RUSH  UNIVERSITY,  Chicago, 
IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1987. 

Troupe,  IlarTell,  R.,  Chicago,  IL.  $122,767.74, 
CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL.  North  Chicago, 
IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Troxler,  Harold,  B.,  Chicago,  IL,  $123,100.40, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Tucker,  Cortez,  A.,  Chicago,  IL,  $140,009.07, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Tyson,  C.,  Maywood,  IL,  $38,694.50, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Vinkemulder,  Karen,  A.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$22,445.18,  RUSH  UNIVERSITY,  Chicago. 
IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Weinsweig,  David,  L.,  Chicago,  IL, 

$67,698.66,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1990. 

Williams,  Paula,  R.,  Chicago,  IL,  $3,388.46, 
UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO.  Chicago.  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Williams,  Johnnie,  Chicago,  IL,  $134,156.47, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO.  Chicago.  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Wuertz,  Christopher,  Western  Springs,  IL, 
$13,480.51,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1984. 

Chiropractic 

Abbett,  Michael,  E.,  Granite  City,  IL, 
$50,104.13,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Barton,  Diane,  M.,  Olympia  Fields,  IL, 
$32,640.11,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Brandenburg,  John,  A.,  Moline,  IL,  $7,602.82, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR.  1984. 

Caldarella,  Cynthia,  Des  Plaines,  IL, 
$33,295.08,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lomb^d,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1987. 

Cienkus,  Regina,  M.,  Berwyn,  IL,  $13,354.65, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC, 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1986. 

Conforti,  James,  W.,  Rock  Island,  IL, 
$13,617.40,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Cooper,  Scott,  A.,  Maryville,  IL,  $38,881.38, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Com,  Byron,  K.,  Moline,  IL,  $32,665.17, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Counihan,  Montgomery,  Gayle,  Naperville, 
IL.  $14,804.13,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Cully,  Milston,  A.,  Cary,  IL.  $44,967.98, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 
Dalessio,  Carla,  E.,  Chicago,  IL,  $11,070.99, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard.  IL,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 
Darnell,  Kevin,  R.,  Mount  Vernon,  IL, 
$33,005.13,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 

Davis.  Keith,  A.,  Chicago,  IL,  $52,482.78, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 
Dehn,  Donald,  C.,  Rockford,  IL,  $26,030.30, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard.  IL,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 
Denetry,  Donal,  J.,  Darien,  IL,  $18,520.68, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC, 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1982. 

Pick,  Edward,  W.,  Flanagan,  IL,  $18,341.85, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1983. 
Floriez,  Anita,  D.,  Moline,  IL,  $13,534.46, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 
Frost-Ruli,  Julie,  M.,  Washburn,  IL, 
$65,847.28,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1988. 

Gauthier  III,  George,  W.,  Wheaton,  IL, 
$17,680.50,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic. 
APR,  1989. 

Grella,  Camille,  Naperville,  IL,  $25,212.78, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Gross,  Katherine,  M.,  Calumet  City,  IL, 
$67,385.25,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic.  DEC,  1983. 

Holmes,  Kevin,  J.,  Marion,  IL,  $40,270.47, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
Homback,  Garry,  E.,  Edwardsville,  IL, 
$51,200.55,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Johnson,  John,  F.,  Rock  Island,  IL,  $7,934.64, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
Jordan,  James,  R.,  Olympia  Fields,  IL, 
$51,889.19,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
AUG.  1983. 

Keyesgross,  Charles,  Lynwood,  IL, 

$32,352.40,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
AUG.  1982. 

King,  Doreen,  I.,  Carol  Stream,  IL,  $16,457.81, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard.  IL,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 
Kline,  David,  C.,  Bradley,  IL,  $58,962.66, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1990. 
Knipp,  Mark,  D.,  Columbia,  IL,  $1,701.46, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield.  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR.  1991. 
Lee.  Jeffrey,  K..  Chicago,  IL.  $36,708.68, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 
Lipset,  Lori,  D.,  Galesburg,  IL,  $21,837.05, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 
Martin,  Donald,  L.,  Chicago,  IL,  $7,930.16, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 


Mash,  Harold,  J.,  Chicago,  IL,  $123,763.86, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1987. 
Mofiett,  Douglas,  A.,  Homewo(^,  IL, 
$11,274.61.  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC.  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1988. 

Morris,  Clifford,  H.,  Chicago,  IL,  $42,131.92, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 
Mullinax,  Jeffrey,  S.,  Elgin,  IL,  $8,525.75, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1982. 
Naddaf,  Jamileh,  Newton,  IL,  $91,800.23, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 
Oslay,  Russell,  Q,  Ashton,  IL,  $12,977.50, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 
Patterson,  Farris,  Maywood,  IL,  $24,126.78, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard.  IL,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Pettit,  David,  C..  Moline,  IL,  $60,320.85, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1990. 
Plezbert,  Julie,  A..  McHenry,  IL,  $40,143.50, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL.  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 
Powell,  Randy,  Murphysboro,  IL,  $47,255.81, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987 
Refkin,  Joseph,  P.,  Wheaton,  IL,  $14,915.55, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1986. 

Reich,  Bradley,  J.,  South  Beloit,  IL,  $3,258.43, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1987. 
Richart,  Harold,  A.,  Peoria,  IL,  $31,075.03, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA.  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 
Rieck-Rosecrans,  Cathy,  Wheaton,  IL, 
$25,656.97,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic. 
AUG,  1985. 

Sandburg,  Donald,  D.,  Barrington,  IL, 
$77,412.35,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1987. 

Sayre,  Bruce,  A.,  Chicago,  IL,  $18,653.45, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 
Short,  Ronald,  C.,  Wayne  City,  IL, 

$25,270.61,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Slavin,  Mark,  B.,  Schaumburg.  IL, 

$13,609.69,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC.  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
SEP.  1986. 

Smith,  Gary,  D.,  Libertyville,  IL,  $88,333.60, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO.  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985 
Smith,  Monica,  M.,  Belleville,  IL,  $64,982.31, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 
Smith,  Myra,  B.,  Chicago.  IL,  $61,906.39, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 
Stratton,  Scott,  M.,  Frankfort,  IL,.$35,449.36, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Stuart  Jr.,  William,  E.,  Evanston,  IL, 
$40,784.87,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic.  AUG;  1987. 
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Sutnto.  Sugeng.  Ock  Lawn,  EL.  964468.26^ 
CLEVELAND  CHKQPRACTICCLG  (MO), 
KasnsQty.  MO,  Chiraprectic,  MAY,  1989. 
Thurston.  Gregory.  D..  LibsrtyviUa.  IL, 
$79,408.43.  TEXAS  CHfROPRAdTC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pnadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

TJaden,  Jolm.  B.,  Metamnra,  IL.  $13310^20. 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN.  1967. 
Townse^,  Thamaa,  E.,  DoMrnm  Grove,  IL, 
$27413.75.  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIRCM’RATIC.  Lombard.  IL,  Cbiro|Hnctic, 
APR  1967* 

Van  Dehey,  David,  W.,  Kank^ne,  IL. 
$3,476.56,  PALMER  COLLEGE 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA. 
Chin^ractic,  JUN.  1984. 

Vamas,  Paul,  G..  Eiznhurst  IL.  $24423.76, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC, 
LfHnbard,  IL.  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1963. 
Walters,  Brian,  D..  Ea^  Moline,  IL. 

$62.43542,  PALMER  COLLEGE  CR? 
CHRCRilACTlC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiro{nactic,  MAR.  1990. 

Wheeler,  CyntMa,  L..  Belleville,  IL, 
$61466.31.  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chhopractic,  JAN.  1988. 

Winbwn,  David,  M.,  Chicago,  IL,  $27,320l47, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROTRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL.  Chiropnctic,  MAY,  1985. 
Wright  Donald,  L.,  I'tormal,  IL.  $52,8943)4, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO.  Qiiropractic,  APR.  1986. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Angavine,  Jefiery,  L..  Chicago.  IL,  $3,25547, 
ILUNCRS  INST  OF  TECHNOLOGY, 
Chicago,  IL,  CJinical  Psychology,  JUL, 

1987. 

Bass,  Midrael,  E.,  Chicago,  IL,  $30,437.83, 
ILLINOIS  SCH  PRWESSIONAL 
PSYCHOLOG,  Chicago.  IL.  ainkal 
Psychology,  SEP,  1^0. 

Brayton,  Sue,  E.,  Chicago,  IL.  $93)15.90, 
ILLINOIS  SCH  PRCH^SIONAL 
PSYCHOLOG,  Chicago,  IL,  Clinical 
PsyduRo^,  JUN,  1990. 

Caseerly.  Richard,  J..  Arlington  Heights,  IL, 
$35,657.73,  ILLINOIS  SCH 
PROFESSIONAL  PSYCHOLOG,  Chicago, 
IL,  Clinical  Psychdogy,  NOV,  1986. 

Ozols,  Valdis,  E.,  Lisle.  IL,  $31,477.32,  UNIV 
OP  TENNESSEE.  Knoxville,  TN,  Clinical 
Psychology.  FEB,  1986. 

Dentistry 

Akande,  Deborah,  A.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$123,061.05.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville.  1^,  Dentistry.  JUL,  1982. 
Alexander.  Jada,  L.,  Chicago,  IL,  $69,667.50, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  SEP,  1984. 

Azarpira.  Mohainmad,  R,  Chicago,  IL, 
$112431.94,  LOYOLA  UNIV  OF 
CHICAGO,  Maywood,  IL,  Dentistry.  JUL, 
1987. 

Baldare,  David.  R.,  Chicago,  IL,  $613)81.99. 
LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO.  Maywood. 
IL,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1988. 

Bonnes,  Peter.  D.,  Oiicago.  IL,  $11,421.10, 
LOYOLA  UNIV  OP  CHICAGO,  Maywood. 
IL.  Dentistry,  MAY.  1987. 

Bums.  Peggy,  L.,  Chicago,  IL.  $81,143.00, 
MEHARRY  MED  OOLLBGE,  Nashvflie,  TN. 
Dentistry.  MAY,  1986. 


Chiombos,  Alexander.  C,  Mount  lYaqMcL 
IL.  $18,316.23,  NCNmiWESTEI»4  UNIV, 
Chicago,  a„  Dentistry,  JUN,  1969. 

Covek,  Robert,  J.,  Graysiake,  R,  $93(88.08, 
LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO.  Maywood, 
IL.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Cox,  Kerwin,  C..  Chicago,  IL,  $109,670.65. 
NORTHWESTERN  UNIV,  Chica®a,  IL, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1989. 

Dehn,  Roger,  S.,  Chicago,  IL.  $9,649.00,  UNTV 
OF  ILLINOIS-CHTCAGO,  Chic^,  IL. 
Dentistry.  DEC,  1984. 

Eubanksareen.  Pnda.  Chicaao.  IL. 

$214«i^  LOYOLA  UNTV  OF  CHICAGO, 
Maywood.  IL.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Bxmn  Jr.,  Qyde,  Chicago,  IL.  $2,766.68, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC, 
Dmtistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Foote,  Fredoick,  P..  ChicagD.  IL, 

$197,88049,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nadrville.  TN,  Dentistry,  JUL.  1983. 

Puller.  Marilyn,  C.  Chicago,  IL,  $23,764.51, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Gay.  Robin,  R.,  Qiicago.  IL,  $134(^.96, 
SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  UNIV, 

EdwardsviUe,  IL,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
Gilliam,  Ira.  R.  Chicago,  IL,  M7483.07, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEC^B,  NashviHe,  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Gillin,  Walter,  A.,  East  Peoria,  IL,  $53,458.10, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERmV,  Lmna  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Gladden,  Benjamin.  Wheaton,  IL,  $16,252.27, 
UNIV  OT ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL, 
Dentistry,  AUG,  1988. 

Hansen,  Kathy,  M.,  Hanover  Park,  IL, 
$9,577.01,  LOYOLA  UNIV  Cff' CHICAGO. 
Maywood,  IL,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
Herron,  Devere,  J..  Chicago,  IL,  $70476.19, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Hollingsworth,  Moses,  Waukegan,  IL, 

$151 ,06045,  MEHARRY  MED  OOli^GE, 
Nashville,  TN.  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 
Hewlett,  Brian,  K.,  Chicago,  IL,  $3403.91, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC. 
Dentistry.  E£C,  1987. 

Jones.  Perkins,  S..  Springfield,  IL,  $80,819.51, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry.  MAY,  1983. 

Kraut.  Donald,  A.,  Chicago,  IL,  $29428.62. 
NORTHWESTERN  UNIV,  Chicago,  IL. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Liston,  Lamnrence,  E.,  Bloomington,  IL. 
$22,686.81,  LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO. 
Maywood,  IL,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
McClellan,  Manolita,  G.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$1553)81.48.  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSTTY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  JUl^  1987. 
Menacher  Jr.,  Max,  A.,  North  Chicago,  IL, 
$6,713.04,  UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL.  Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

Mendez,  Gilbert,  X.,  Arlington  He^ts,  IL, 
$12,798.96,  UNIV  OF  ILUNOiSOnCAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1982. 
Oppenheimer,  Jahn,  H..  Chicago,  IL, 
$144,430.56,  MAR(»JETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  Wl.  Dentistry,  AUG.  1989. 
Pendleton,  Darryl,  Oak  Park,  IL.  $8480.50. 
SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  UNIV, 
EdwardsviUe,  IL,  Dentistry,  I^R,  1987. 
Pumiha.  Padta.  M.,  Rockford.  IL,  $9447445, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 
WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 


Trakakk,  George.  Niles,  IL,  $83845. 

LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO.  Maywood, 

IL.  Dentistry.  MAY,  1989. 

Tucksr,  Darol^  B.,  Smi^  Hcdland,  IL, 
$693)88.59,  HOWARD  UNlVBRSlTy, 
Wa^ington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1983. 

Vitello,  Thomas,  B..  Park  Ridge,  IL, 
$53483.19.  LOYOLA  UNIV  OP  CHICAGO, 
Maywood,  IL,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Walton,  Dnvid,  B.,  Chicago,  IL,  ^,245.56, 
UNTV  OP  ILLB^OIS^ICAGO,  Chicago.  IL, 
Dentistry.  AUG,  1985. 

Wells,  Qiristopher,  C.  Chicago,  IL, 

$4,961.36,  UNIV  OP  ILLINOlS-CIflCAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Dentistry,  JUL.  1983. 

White,  Beroadine,  R.,  Chicago,  IL,  $4,674.17, 
SOUTIffiRN  ILLINCRS  UNIV, 

Bdwardsville,  IL,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1997. 

Yuen,  Ka.  W.,  Chicago,  IL.  $6,004.34,  UNIV 
OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO.  Chicago,  IL. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1990. 

Health  Adninistration 

Denfcers,  David,  N.,  Galesburg,  IL. 

$10,905.27,  WASHINGTON  SCHOOL  OF 
MEDICINB.  SL  Louis,  MO.  Health 
Administration.  AUG,  19^. 

Rashid,  Sadika,  Chicago,  IL,  $3,001.51, 
XAVIER  UNIV,  Onefamati.  CW,  Health 
Administration,  MAY,  1988. 

Optometry 

Bbarudia,  Nayana,  D.,  Peoria,  IL,  $29,366.66, 
ILUNCHS  COLLEGE  OF  OPTCBdBTRY, 
Chicago,  IL.  Optometry,  NOV,  1989. 

Strasser,  Rob^,  T.,  Wilmette,  IL,  $12,918.89, 
ILUNCHS  (30LLEGB  OP  OPTOMETRY, 
Chicago,  IL,  Optometry,  JUL,  1987. 

Osteopathy 

Agre,  Norman,  B.,  Peoria,  IL,  $92,037.82, 
UraV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENGES,  Kansas 
Qty,  MO,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1985. 

Frohlich,  Douglas,  J.,  Chicago,  IL,  $40,630.85, 
CHICAGO  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED. 
Downers  Grove.  IL.  Osteopathy.  JUN,  1986. 

Patel,  Harikevshna,  S.,  Palatine,  IL, 
$35,033.93,  UNIV  OF  OST  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines.  lA, 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1989. 

Posey.  Willie,  L.  Hinsdale,  IL,  $1633)04.16, 
CHICAGO  COLLEGE  OST  MED. 
Downers  Grove,  IL,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1988 

Voirin,  Terry,  G.,  Aurora,  IL,  $5409.45, 
CHICAGO  COLLEGE  OT  OST  MED, 
Downers  Grave,  IL,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1991 

Pharmacy 

Depaolo,  Marijo.  Chicagp,  IL,  $8,837.28, 

UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL. 
Miannacy.  SEP,  1982. 

Griminette,  Ronald,  D.,  Chicago.  IL. 
$7,839.32,  XAVIER  UNIV  OP  LOUISIANA. 
New  ^eans,  LA,  Pharmacy,  DBG,  1987. 

Hanson  Jr..  William,  V..  Belleville,  IL, 
$9,733.98,  ST  LOUIS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  St.  Louis,  LK),  Pharmaqr, 
MAY,  1968. 

Ohaeri,  ChiistiaDa,  C,  Chicago,  IL,  $3,613.37, 
DRAKE  UNIVERSITY,  Des  Moines,  lA. 
IHiannacy,  MAY,  1989. 

Powell,  Alexander,  Chicago,  IL.  $48,485.72, 
UMV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chfcago,  IL. 
niarmacy.  JUL,  1985. 

Van  D^e,  David,  C..  Chicago.  IL.  $2,012.99, 
UNTV  OF  IOWA.  Iowa  CUy.  lA.  Pharmat?, 
MAY,  1989. 
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Wright,  Jonathan,  W.,  Chicago,  IL,  $9,853.15, 
DRAKE  UNIVERSITY,  Des  Moines.  lA, 
Pharmacy,  MAY,  1986. 

Podiatry 

Amudoaghan,  Walnette,  C.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$144,202.90,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1985. 

Bailey,  Katherine,  Rockford,  IL,  $29,506.03, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry.  MAY,  1982. 

Beck,  Welby,  S..  Chicago,  IL,  $154,165.86, 

DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Collins,  Henry.  L.,  Chicago.  IL,  $92,998.79, 

DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  JUL,  1987. 

Cox,  Michele.  N.,  Chicago,  IL.  $35,057.36, 

DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1988. 

Davis,  Anthony,  D.,  Chicago,  IL,  $79,745.29, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1989, 
Diekevers,  Douglas,  A.,  Chicago.  IL, 
$76,922.71,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  h^D,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 

MAY,  1990. 

Flanagan  Jr.,  John,  T.,  Chicago,  IL, 

$81,619.95,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 

MAY,  1987. 

Foster,  Terri,  L,  Matteson,  IL,  $141,616.71, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  h  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1988. 

Francis,  Vincent.  J.,  Chicago,  IL,  $51,238.67, 
DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1988. 

Gaskins,  Karan,  M.,  Calumet  City,  IL, 
$86,283.61,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland.  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1983. 

Glover,  Rene,  F.,  Chicago,  IL,  $96,497.09, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1983. 
Hampton,  Rodney,  G.,  North  Chicago,  IL, 
$85,854.06,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY,  1965. 

Harcus,  James,  M.,  Chicago,  IL,  $33,876.62, 
DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 
Hardmon,  James,  E.,  Country  Club  Hills,  IL, 
$43,057.00,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY,  1980. 

Hochman,  Daryl,  Chicago,  IL,  $2,449.93,  DR. 
WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago.  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Howard,  Donald,  E.,  Bellwood,  IL, 
$33,222.65,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY,  1984. 

Jacobson,  Ronald,  S.,  Spring  Grove,  IL, 
$10,889.49,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1983. 

Krevitz,  Curt,  S.,  Chicago,  IL,  $30,608.35, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1982. 
Lawson,  Margaret,  B.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$57,863.73,  DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY,  1981. 


Lee,  Michael,  S.,  Wheeling,  IL,  $3,851.53,  DR. 
WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  NOV,  1986. 

Lipman,  Frederick,  S.,  Lake  Bluff,  IL,  $19.21, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  &  HEALTH 
SQENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1988. 

McMillion,  Doddjerry,  J.,  Chicago,  IL, 
$40,002.10,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 

HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines.  lA, 
Podiatry,  MAR,  1990. 

Mikos,  Ronald,  A.,  Chicago,  IL,  $15,999.55, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Miller,  Ellis,  A.,  Winthrop  Harbor,  IL, 
$5,438.81,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  DEC,  1985, 

Mingo,  Ro^rt,  L.,  Chicago,  IL,  $10,208.33, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podia^,  MAY,  1986. 
Murphy,  Stephen,  J.,  Chicago,  IL, 

$117,042.08,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 

MAY,  1982. 

O’Leary,  James,  J.,  La  Grange,  IL,  $15,736.88, 
DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Potach,  Paul,  Chicago,  IL,  $111,367.84,  OHIO 
COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 

Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Salem,  Atiyeh,  A.,  Morton  Grove,  IL, 
$65,387.60,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 

Whitfield,  Carolyn,  Burbank,  IL,  $101,162.13, 
DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Williams,  Lance,  Chicago,  IL,  $22,567.88,  DR. 
WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1988. 

Public  Health 

Paveza,  Gregory,  J.,  Marengo,  IL,  $139,670.49, 
UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL, 
Public  Health,  JUN,  1986. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Kahn,  Mark,  D.,  Richton  Park,  IL,  $6,467.71, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY,  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine.  JUL, 
1987, 

Storslee,  Barbara,  A.,  Orland  Park,  IL, 
$9,735.57,  IOWA  STATE  UNIV  OF  SQ  & 
ITCH,  Ames,  lA,  Veterinary  Medicine. 
MAY.  1989. 

Indiana 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Bell,  Charles,  R..  Munster,  IN,  $18,671.85, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1985. 
Dougherty,  Thomas,  M.,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
$121,361.34,  UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS- 
CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Jimenez,  Aurelio,  P.,  Kokomo,  IN, 

$50,279.65.  UNIV  OF  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  APR, 
1987. 

Lewis,  George,  M.,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
$69,132.50,  UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS. 
Worcester,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1986. 

Lindsey,  Walter,  B.,  Gary,  IN,  $3,023.37, 
RUSH  UNIVERSITY,  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 


Mansur,  Sharif,  S.,  Hammond,  IN, 

$11,777.79,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO, 
Toledo,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

Rodman,  Karen.  D.,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
$14,073.46,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH, 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1986. 

Stephenson,  David,  W.,  Newburgh,  IN, 
$45,853.77,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY.  1988. 

Williams,  David,  L.,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
$156,790.97,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY, 
1984. 

Chiropractic 

Allen,  Stephen,  L.,  Loogootee,  IN,  $4,642.27, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1982. 

Allen,  Mark,  D.,  Clarksville,  IN,  $83,166.49, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY, 

1986. 

Bright,  Douglas,  D.,  Bloomington,  IN, 
$38,475.18,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Cargioli,  Ronald,  P.,  Noblesville,  IN, 
$24,134.66,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 

Greeson,  Leisa,  Annette,  Noblesville,  IN, 
$37,595.61,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1983. 

Gress,  Ra3miond,  C.,  La  Porte,  IN,  $11,826.92, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  SEP.  1983. 

Johnson,  Joseph,  R.,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
$105,306.63,  NA’nONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard,  IL. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1994. 

Lazorchak,  Michael,  T.,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
$16,068.75,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Squire,  Jean,  C.,  Indianapolis,  IN,  $73,367.86, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  {MOJ, 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1989. 

Valvo,  Carl.  L,  Kouts,  IN,  $89,585.71, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard.  IL, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Valvo,  Nila.  L.,  Kouts,  IN,  $5,002.31, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard,  IL. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1982, 

Van  Denburgh,  Peggy,  S.,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
$67,087.87,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  (No  Separation  Date). 

White,  Robwt,  E.,  Columbia,  IN,  $117,140.66, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Wykoff,  Richard,  A.,  Lawrenceburg,  IN, 
$111,749.14,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Dentistry 

Arch,  Joseph.  A.,  Indianapolis,  IN.  $5,566.02, 
INDIANA  UNIV  AT  INDIANAPOUS, 
Bloomington,  IN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Arnett,  Shaimon,  L.,  Kendallville,  IN, 
$15,765.88,  INDIANA  UNIV  AT 
INDIANAPOUS.  Blomnington,  IN, 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1989. 
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Baker.  Niicbael,  T..  hulianapoUs.  IN. 
SIO.853.86.  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  C3ty.  MO,  Dentistry.  MAY, 
1991. 

Burnett,  Kevin.  Michael.  South  Bend,  IN. 
$49,259.16.  UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit. 

Ml,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1963. 

Bybee,  William.  D.,  Anderson,  IN,  $6,145.52, 
UNIV  OP  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI  CTR, 
Houston.  TX,  Dentistry,  jUN,  1968. 

Comer,  Michael. Gary,  IN,  $31,416.60, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1969. 

Kirk,  lames,  B.,  POrta^.  IN,  $4,311.27. 
LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO.  Maywood, 
IL,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Price,  David,  G.,  Valparaiso,  IN,  $93,093.13, 
LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO.  Maywood, 
IL.  Dentistry,  |UN,  1990. 

Villarreal.  Edw^,  O.,  Terre  Haute,  IN. 
$62,755.58.  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY.  1968. 
Wisler.  Craig.  A.,  Indianapolis,  IN,  $4,654.90, 
INDIANA  UNIV  AT  INDIANAPOUS. 
Bloomington,  IN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Osteopathy 

French,  Talmas,  C..  Cedar  Lake,  IN. 
$195,819.21,  CHICAGO  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
MED,  Downers  Grove,  IL,  Osteopathy,  JUN, 

1986. 

Rogers,  James,  J.,  Mishawaka,  IN.  $8,869.24, 
UNIV  OT  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ—NJ  OST 
MED,  Newark,  NJ.  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1988. 

Podiatry 

Beatty,  Deborah,  L..  Indianapolis.  IN, 
$22,694.84,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY,  1993. 

Conrad,  Timothy,  J.,  Indianapolis,  IN, 
$184,648.44,  (WK)  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Oeveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Leonas,  'Ilieodore.  S..  Valparaiso,  IN. 
$13,315.94.  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago.  IL,  Podiatry. 
MAY.  1980. 

Marlatt,  Stephanie,  J..  Midiigan  Qty.  IN, 
$71,279.23.  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SQIOLL 
CLG  POD  MED.  Chic^,  IL,  Podiatry,  JUN, 

1987. 

Rogers,  Laurence,  C,  Rochester,  IN. 
$25,291.50,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  PCR)  MED.  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY.  1980. 

Tyler,  Norman,  E..  Indianapolis,  IN. 
$31,889.54,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED.  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY,  1979. 

Wojnaroski.  Joseph.  P..  Hobart,  IN.  $9,861.62, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago.  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Public  Health 

Parry,  Linda,  E.,  Mishawaka,  IN.  $21,013.98, 
TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New  Orleans.  LA. 
Public  Health,  JAN.  1985. 

Iowa 

Allopathic  Med/cine 

Beck,  John.  A..  Waterloo,  LA,  $4,960.14. 

UNIV  OF  NEBRASKA  MED  (XNTBR. 
Omaha.  NE.  Allopathic  Medicaae,  JUL, 
1989.  ' 

Hawkins,  Irene.  S..  ladianola,  lA.  $4,442.21, 
CORNELL  UNIV  MED  COLLEGE.  New 


York.  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Lansk.  Philip,  S.,  Iowa  Qty,  lA.  $38,598.25, 
UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA.  Philadelphia. 
PA.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1982. 
Meister,  Gregory,  C.,  Des  Moines,  lA, 
$4,872.76.  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Omaha,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

Pierson,  Ronald,  K.,  Coralville.  lA. 
$31458.73.  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Taylor,  Harold,  R.,  Waterloo,  lA,  $46,938.14, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W.  MEDICAL  CTR, 
Dallas,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 

1985. 

Chiropractic 

AtwelL  Sandra,  L,  Davenport.  lA. 
$110,461.62,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX.  Chiiopractic. 
APR.  1989. 

Bassett,  Jodi,  M.,  Stuart,  lA,  $50,781.15, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1988. 
Beeck,  Allen,  A.,  Akron,  lA,  $28457.99, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1989. 
Bockstedt-Middleton,  Louisa,  M.,  Davenport, 
lA.  $19,176.45.  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  LA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 

Brown,  Kerry,  S..  Davenport,  LA.  $47,604.99, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 
Butlw,  Charles,  E..  Davenport.  lA, 

$80,135.01,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Clawson,  Patricia,  A.,  Des  Moines,  lA, 
$1,103.53,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984, 

Cornwell,  Gerald,  E.,  Atkins,  lA.  $87,221.51, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OP  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 
Countryman,  James,  D.,  Iowa  City,  lA, 
$18,812.40,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Danison,  Robert,  Davenport,  lA,  $34,522.16, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1965. 
Duncan,  Jeffrey,  C.,  Manchester,  lA, 
$49,758.54,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Falzone,  Susan,  M.,  Davenport,  lA, 
$25,096.35.  LOGAN  COLLECT  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Gay,  Mark.  A.,  Des  Moines,  lA,  $54,892.54, 
CLEVELAND  CHlROWlACnC  CLG  |MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO.  Chiropractic,  APR.  1989. 
Hadenfekh.  Rebecca,  A..  Cedar  Rapids,  lA, 
$29,596.46,  PALMER  CXXXEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Heer,  Joel,  M.,  Dubuque,  lA.  $10,491.16. 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  OEROPRACnC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1983. 
Heese,  KH,  L.,  Des  Moines.  lA.  $18,021.29, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OP  CHWOPitACTlC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chinqmckic.  DEC,  1986. 


Henry.  Scott,  B.,  Davenpcut.  lA,  $23,972.30, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 
Herrin,  Dean,  L.,  Davenport,  lA,  $39,871.15. 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN.  1969. 
Heyl,  Susan,  J.,  1^  Claire,  lA,  $10,574.12, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  APR.  1987. 
Hicks.  Timothy,  G.,  Davenport,  LA. 
$25408.31.  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  LA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Keller.  Kennetli,  P.,  Altoona,  LA.  $51,160.24, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
DavenporL  lA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 
Laiag,  Jean.  Di,  Davenport.  LA,  $36,127.85, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  LA,  Chiro{Mactic.  MAR.  1964. 
Lamb.  Michael.  W..  Bettendorf,  lA,  $7403.50, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1991. 
Lehenbauer.  David,  B.,  Bettendorf.  LA, 
$22,785.95,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  I  A, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Martoccia  Jr.,  William,  H..  Davenport.  lA, 
$2,940.88,  LIFE  CC».LEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1990. 

McDonald.  James,  C,  Davenport,  lA, 
$2,000.21,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OP 
CHIRC^^CnC,  Oiesterfield.  NR), 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982, 

McNeil^rr,  Diana.  J.,  Davenport,  lA, 
$4,425.09,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROraACnC,  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Moore,  Douglas,  B.,  Davenport,  LA, 
$28410.27.  PALNffiR  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic:,  MAY.  1986. 

Paper,  Nicole,  Davenport,  LA,  $16,198.70. 
PALMER  COLLECT  OF  CHIR(X>RACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiro^nactic,  MAR,  1986. 
Pepe-Ke^.  Celeste.  Des  Moines,  lA. 
$47,815.15,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC.  1983. 

Raguse,  Annete,  L.,  Davenport,  lA. 
$18,452.60,  PALMER  COLLECT  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  FEB.  1990. 

Scbaeuble,  Gary,  S.,  Sioux  City,  lA, 
$13,08444,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JUL.  1987. 

Schumacher,  Tara,  L.,  Davenport,  lA, 
$29,680.63,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Scott,  Kenneth,  R.,  Bettendorf,  lA,  $7,002.56, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chirt^Mactic,  OCT,  1989. 
Sierra,  Quoline,  B.,  Iowa  City,  lA. 

$42,053.56,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Tatum,  Robert,  C..  Ttavenport,  lA,  $840.30, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIRCHniACnC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1982. 
Vyverberg.  Kim,  M.,  Dubuque.  lA. 

$11479.21,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Duvenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic.  MAR,  1988. 

Wagner,  John,  P.,  Des  Moines,  lA,  $39.18642, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIKIPRACllC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1986. 
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Woiwood,  EHivid,  V.,  Sheldon,  lA, 

$72,495.37,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHDIOPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Yoos,  Deborah,  A.,  Davenport,  lA, 

$33,878.28,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Dentistry 

Allender,  Terrance,  C,  Bettendorf,  lA, 
$160,678.19,  UNIV  OF  MlSSOURl- 
KANSAS  CITY,  Kansas  City,  MO, 

Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Dye,  Ralph,  M.,  Dm  Moines,  iA,  $102,835.02, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Unda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Lewis,  Wayne,  A.,  Sioux  City,  lA,  $16,918.24, 
UNIV  OF  IOWA,  Iowa  City,  lA,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1987. 

Modarressi,  Lisa,  Coralville,  IA,  $14,155.62, 
FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON  UNIV, 

Rutherford,  NJ,  Dentistry,  FEB,  1984. 

Schobert,  Scott,  A.,  Des  Moines,  LA, 
$96,953.79,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1989. 

Thomas,  Phelan,  R.,  Des  Moines,  IA, 
$13,133.95,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  APR, 
1985. 

Optometry 

Keeler-Dwyer,  Cynthia,  L.,  Albion,  lA, 
$30,051.57,  ILUNOIS  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Chicago,  IL,  Optometry, 
MAY,  1989. 

Osteopathy 

Bissing,  Mark,  S.,  Coralville,  IA,  $43,203.59, 
UNIV  OP  HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Kansas 
City,  MO,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1989. 

Frier,  Carole,  A.,  I)es  Moines,  IA, 
$129,338.57,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  IA, 
Osteopathy,  jUL,  1986. 

Jacobson,  Steve,  C.,  West  Des  Moines,  lA, 
$65,649.46,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines.  IA, 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1989. 

Paul,  Jem,  M.,  West  Des  Moines,  LA, 
$159,238.69,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  IA. 
Osteopathy,  JUN.  1988. 

Sutherland,  Soon,  T.,  Des  Moines,  lA, 
$54,620.10,  CLG  OP  OST  MEDIQNE  OF 
THE  PACIFIC,  Pomona,  CA.  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1985. 

Pharmacy 

Benson,  Tbersa,  L..,  Des  Moines,  IA. 
$9,092.72,  DRAKE  UNIVERSITY,  Des 
Moines,  lA,  Pharmacy,  MAY.  1989. 

Griffin,  Terrill,  J.,  Des  Moines,  IA, 
$15,170.80,  DRAKE  UNIVERSITY.  Des 
Moines,  IA,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1986. 

Moss,  Edward.  G.,  Des  Moines.  LA. 
$62,459.74,  DRAKE  UNIVERSITY,  Des 
Moines,  lA,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1989. 

Podiatry 

Crank,  Donnis,  Des  Moines,  LA. 
$47,397.24,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  IA, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1987, 

Gardner,  Sandra,  M,  Des  Moines.  lA, 
$147,226.40,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 


PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  SEP,  1986. 

Goldenberg,  Rebecca,  A..  Des  Moines,  IA, 
$145,259.76,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 

Goldenberg,  Eric,  M.,  Clive,  IA,  $152,862.38, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1985. 

Luttrell,  Derrick,  A.,  Des  Moines,  IA, 
$54,481.36,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 

Pflepsen,  Richard,  L.,  Waterloo,  IA, 
$145,349.87,  UNIV  OF  aST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  IA, 
Podiat^,  AUG,  1988. 

Pryharski,  Lareen,  A.,  Jefferson,  IA, 
$144,900.75,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  IA, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1988. 

Public  Health 

Nnanji,  Joshua.  E.,  Qinton,  IA,  $37,436.21, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA.  Oklahoma  City. 
OK.  Public  Health.  JUL.  1987. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Maye,  Duane,  E.,  Clive,  IA,  $10,752.65, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tusl^ee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 
1986. 

Wilson,  Arach,  J.,  Ames,  lA,  $10,088.26, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tusl^ee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN, 
1985. 

Kansas 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Richmond,  Joseph,  S.,  Kansas  City,  KS, 
$57,557.41,  CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL. 
North  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUL,  1986. 

Williams,  Teri,  L..  Shawnee  Mission,  KS, 
$6,973.97,  UNIV  OF  KANSAS  MEDICAL 
CENTER,  Kansas  City,  KS,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JAN,  1989. 

Zwiacher  Jr.,  John,  W.,  Wichita,  KS,  > 
$28,380.72,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  SCI  CTR,  CMtlahoma  Qty.  OK. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Chiropractic 

Bond,  James,  R.,  Chanute,  KS,  $106,752.13, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  QG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 

Breese,  Audrey,  L.,  Lenexa,  KS,  $86,211.11, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1987. 

Brohammer,  Marjory,  M.,  Lawrence,  KS, 
$74,534.47,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty.  MO.  Chiropractic, 
JUN.  1986. 

Buck,  Larry.  A.,  lola,  KS.  $83,277.92, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Cody.  Ronald.  J.,  Wichita,  KS,  $94,616.52. 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1987. 

Corley,  Gary,  E.,  Eskridge,  KS,  $47,069.22, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  (No 
Separation  Date). 

Deboer,  Gregory,  C.,  Hutdiinson,  KS, 
$27,235.52,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
C^hiropractic,  APR,  1986. 


Dolan,  Carolyn,  L..  Shawnee  Mission,  KS, 
$43,401.04,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1988. 

Hiatt.  Michael.  J.,  Ottawa,  KS.  $15,925.90, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO.  Chiroprartic,  JAN,  1986. 
Hoss,  Angela,  K.,  Sharon  Springs,  KS, 
$20,095.64,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Dallas.  TX.  Chiropractic. 
DEC,  1986. 

Hoyt.  Ruth,  A.,  Overland  Park,  KS, 

$37,465.69,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTK: 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP. 1984. 

Ivy,  Joyce,  K.,  Goddard,  KS,  $39,753.97, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1986. 
Jay,  Doyle,  W.,  Lebo,  KS.  $74,496.32, 

PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  IA.  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 
Johnson,  Robert,  L.,  Ottawa,  KS,  $12,096.34, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  NOV,  1983 
Karnes,  Ronald,  D-,  Haysville,  KS, 

$53,361.15,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JUN.  1986. 

Kostelac  Jr..  James,  B.,  Kansas  City,  KS, 

$2,097  77.  CI.EVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP.  1987. 

Langston,  Ronald,  E..  Topeka,  KS, 

$81,065.24,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Linder,  Craig,  K.,  Shawnee,  KS,  $52,755.73, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  Qty,  MO.  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 
Marshall.  Kevin,  S..  Wichita,  KS,  $34,173.09, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 
Mathiesen,  Douglas.  A..  Shawnee  Mission, 

KS.  $122,588.27,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACH'IC  CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty. 
MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

McClay,  Mark,  A..  Wichita.  KS.  $67,781.56, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic.  MAY,  1988. 
McCoy,  Michael,  T.,  Topeka,  KS,  $16,259.95, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 
Miller.  Karen.  J.,  Hill  Qty,  KS,  $84,057.04, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987 
Miller,  Michael,  J..  Hill  City.  KS.  $49,732.67, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO.  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 
Pfrimmer,  Max,  D.,  Leavenworth,  KS, 
$34,467.28,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP.  1983. 

Schinstock,  Julia,  A.,  Kinsley,  KS, 

$56,838.44,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic. 
NOV,  1986. 

Weatherhead,  Karl,  D.,  Concordia,  KS. 
$35,744.50.  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1986. 

Wheeler,  Randy,  R.,  Wichita,  KS,  $94,497.95, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1986. 
Wills,  Lawrenie,  J.,  Kansas  City,  KS, 
$102,045.20,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty, 
MO,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1987 
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Woody,  Lairy,  L.,  Olathe,  KS,  $13,298.19, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1983. 

Qinical  Psychology 

Moya,  Eva,  Topeka,  KS,  $26,553.48,  UNIV  OF 
DENVER,  Denver,  CO,  Clinical  Psychology, 

'  AUG,  1983. 

Dentistry 

Braun,  Stanley,  D.,  Baldwin  City,  KS, 
$9,545.23,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CTIT,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1985. 

Donigan  Jr.,  William,  T.,  Osage  City,  KS, 
$11,286.77,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1983. 

Dugger,  Lisa,  M.,  Shawnee  Mission,  KS, 
$30,631.93,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St. 

Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Engel,  Gene,  E.,  Leawood,  KS,  $48,314.55, 
UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS  QTY, 

Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1985. 

Hochstetler,  Ckry,  L.,  Horton,  KS,  $11,333.26, 
CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE  SCHOOL, 
Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Morris,  Lynda,  R.,  Overland  Park,  KS, 
$65,222.08,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1989, 

Osteopathy 

Anderson  III,  Hampton,  W.,  Wichita,  KS, 
$37,096.65,  KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OF  OST 
MED,  Kirksville,  MO,  Osteopathy,  JUN, 
1989. 

Barr  Jr.,  John,  T.,  Overland  Park,  KS, 
$17,174.03,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES. 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1994. 

Kentucky 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Bedford,  Phillip,  M.,  Louisville,  KY, 
$38,475.16,  UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE. 
Louisville,  KY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  OCT, 
1984. 

Brown,  Henry,  H.,  Louisville,  KY,  $9,615.26, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE.  Louisville,  KY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Bums,  Mark,  V.,  Louisville,  KY,  $4,441.61, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE,  Louisville.  KY, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Dillihay,  Lori,  A.,  Louisville,  KY,  $11,779.39, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE.  Louisville,  KY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1991. 

Hagan,  Elizabeth.  A.,  Louisville,  KY, 
$13,389.70,  UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE. 
Louisville,  KY.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

MayBeld-Stokes,  Ste,  Louisville,  KY, 
$68,357.93,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

Parks,  Gregory,  T.,  Covington,  KY,  $4,437.14, 
MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE,  Atlanta,  GA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Stokes,  Cecil,  Louisville,  KY,  $123,770.26, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY.  1986. 

Whitlow,  Jeffrey,  E.,  Monticello,  KY,  $545.33, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE,  Louisville.  KY, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Chiropractic 

Buerger,  David,  J..  Louisville,  KY,  $65,681.98, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesteifield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 


Dreweck,  Daniel,  N.,  Bowling  Green,  KY, 
$26,032.98,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN^  1986. 

Duker,  Rebecca,  J.,  Louisville,  KY, 

$61,072.00,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987, 

Ferguson,  James,  D.,  Owensboro,  KY, 
$87,998.06,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Hollars,  Rodney,  D.,  Louisville,  KY, 
$38,131.19,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Maskell,  Gary,  L.,  Covington,  KY,  $93,320.53, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Todd,  Linda,  K.,  Owensboro,  KY,  $49,618.16, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Davis,  Norman,  A.,  Lexington,  KY, 
$22,742.78,  FLORIDA  INST.  OF 
TECHNOLOGY.  Melbourne,  FL.  Clinical 
Psychology,  JUL,  1988. 


Health  Administration 
Gazall,  Victor.  J..  Louisville,  KY,  $37,763.68, 
ST.  LOUIS  UNIVERSITY,  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Health  Administration,  MAY,  1986. 

Optometry 

Watkins,  Thomas,  W.,  Wendover,  KY, 
$47,744.56,  SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY.  Memphis,  TN,  Optometry, 
MAY,  1990. 

Osteopathy 

James,  Gary,  D.,  Cadiz,  KY,  $133,989.87, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  ft 
SURGERY.  Tulsa.  OK.  Osteopathy,  JUN. 
1983. 

Podiatry 

Bohn,  Ralph,  R.,  Louisville,  KY,  $17,655.40, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 
Hedden,  Dianne,  Lynn,  Owensboro,  KY, 
$30,607.12,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland.  OH. 
Podiatry,  OCT,  1986. 

Louisiana 


Dentistry 

Banks,  Etta,  T.,  Hopkinsville,  KY,  $22,912.81, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE.  Louisville,  KY, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Bentley,  Bobetta,  Neon,  KY,  $4,129.62,  UNIV 
OF  LOUISVILLE.  Louisville,  KY.  Dentistry. 
JUN,  1990. 

Butler,  Tracey,  A.,  Covington,  KY,  $9,890.35, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE.  Louisville.  KY. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1991. 

Downs,  John,  B.,  Louisville,  KY,  $3,424.78, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE.  Louisville,  KY, 
Dentistry,  AUG,  1983. 

Elliotte,  Ray,  M.,  Louisville,  KY,  $86,648.27, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee, 
WI,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1988. 

Emnett,  William,  P„  Lexington,  KY, 
$29,656.39,  UNIV  OF  KENTUCKY. 
Lexington,  KY,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1980. 

Faison,  Willie,  R.,  Louisville,  KY, 
$191,268.15,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Ford,  Patricia,  J.,  Louisville,  KY,  $1,676.89, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE,  Louisville.  KY, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Green,  Judith,  G.,  Louisville,  KY, 

$112,561.90,  UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE, 
Louisville,  KY,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Kerby,  Joe,  K..  Lexington.  KY,  $104,923.14, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Maley,  John,  M.,  Lexington,  KY,  $243.62, 
CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE  UNIV, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1990. 

Payne,  Denise,  Y.,  Louisville,  KY,  $50,123.11, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE.  Louisville,  KY, 
Dentistry,  SEP,  1985. 

Preston,  Michael,  R.,  Morehead,  KY, 
$80,144.20,  UNIV  OF  KENTUCKY. 

'•  Lexington,  KY,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Ramos,  Gisella,  Y.,  Louisville,  KY,  $3,308.93, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE,  Louisville.  KY, 
Dentistry,  OCT,  1989. 

Salyer,  Jimmy,  R.,  Lexington,  KY,  $4,758.41, 
UNIV  OF  KENTUCKY.  Lexington,  KY. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Wagner,  Robin,  Frankfort,  KY,  $13,627.90, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE,  Louisville.  KY. 
Dentistry,  OCT,  1989. 


Allopathic  Medicine 

Angelo  Jr.,  Charles,  K.,  Belle  Chasse,  LA, 
$35,897.83,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV 
MC-NEW  ORLEANS,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG,  1986. 

Archie,  Michael,  W.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$3,437.57,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Bastian,  Tyronne,  P.,  Lafayette,  LA, 
$30,125.17,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wl^.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1981. 

Burt,  Eric,  S.,  Monroe,  LA,  $5,241.34, 
LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV  MC- 
SHREVEPORT,  Shreveport,  LA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Chappell,  Daniel,  H..  Plaquemine,  LA, 
$64,994.50,  UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami,  FL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Chenier,  Lawrence,  F.,  Tallulah,  LA, 
$17,882.37,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1980. 

Elie,  Migel,  E.,  New  Orleans,  LA,  $39,507.89, 
TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New  Orleans,  LA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Escribano,  Rafael,  A..  Monroe,  LA, 
$21,965.24,  HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH, 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987. 

Fansler,  Richard,  F..  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$2,451.92,  UNIV  OF  FLORIDA. 
Gainesville,  FL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1988. 

Fedoreff,  Ivan,  New  Orleans,  LA,  $1,988.47, 
LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV  MC-NEW 
ORLEANS,  New  Orleans,  LA.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Geary,  David,  M.,  Lafayette,  LA,  $85,015.49, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY,  Omaha.  NE, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Godley  Jr.,  Clifford,  E.,  Newellton,  LA, 
$42,408.80,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV 
MC-SHREVEPORT,  Shreveport,  LA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Ishmael,  Francis,  T.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA, 
$3,131.80,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV  MC- 
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NEW  ORLEANS,  New  Orients,  LA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Mahner,  )ohn,  Talisheek,  LA.  $15,615.59, 
LOUISIANA  STATE  UNW  MC-NEW 
ORLEANS,  New  Orleans,  LA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL,  1990. 

Molden,  Gr^ry,  L,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$60,187.15,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO, 
Toledo.  OH.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1986. 

Morris,  Dennis,  J.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA,  $470.40, 
LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV  MC- 
SHREVEPORT,  Shreveport,  LA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Petty,  Jay.  F.,  Haughton,  LA.  $9,613.39,  UNIV 
CH'  ARKANSAS  Ft»  MED  SQ,  Uttle  Rock, 
AR.  Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY,  1988. 

Reed,  Fred,  L.,  Lake  Providence,  LA, 
$58,282.41,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV 
MC-SHREVEPORT,  Shreveport,  LA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Seyfarth  Jr.,  Huey,  A.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA. 
$18,086.26,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  Sa  CTR,  Oklahoma  Qty.  OK, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

St.  Romaln,  Michele,  R.,  Marrero,  LA, 
$9,390.75,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV  MC- 
NEW  ORLEANS,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  (No  Separation  Date). 
Tessmer,  Jon.  F.,  Metairie,  LA.  $62,767.76, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH. 
Galveston.  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Timpton,  Wanda,  G.,  New  Orleans,  LA. 
$18,916.17,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV 
MC-NEW  ORLEANS.  New  Orleans,  LA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG,  1987. 

Vazquez.  Carlos,  R.,  Metairie,  LA,  $7,356.24, 
UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL  CARIBE, 
Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1991. 

Watford.  Eric,  L..  Welsh,  LA.  $102,758.70. 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Allcqtathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Wiest,  Gregory,  J.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA, 
$13,750.36,  LOUISIA.NA  STATE  UNIV 
MC-NEW  ORLEANS.  New  Orleans,  LA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Williams,  Jerry,  V.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA, 
$50,521.26,  UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR 
MED  SQ,  Little  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1982. 

Williams,  Michael,  A.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$16,999.15,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE. 
Atlanta,  GA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1987. 

Chiropractic 

Aromola,  Joseph,  J.,  New  Roads,  LA. 
$28,486.18,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  LA, 
Chirojjnactic,  JUN,  1986. 

Bradley,  Fred,  E.,  Shreveport,  LA,  $2,063.06, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 
Carter,  Ronald,  M.,  Slidell,  LA,  $40,803.01, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic.  OCT.  1986. 
Goff,  Midiael,  J.,  Baton  Rtnige,  LA, 
$48,346.06,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACnC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Huff  Jr.,  M.,  Paul,  Mansfield,  LA,  $84,321.00, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 


lacobino,  Matthew,  J..  Slidell,  LA, 

$85,600.83,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 

Kritko,  Anthony,  A.,  Slidell,  LA,  $13,480.13, 
LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SCT,  1983. 

McReynolds,  Pamela,  J.,  Kenner,  LA. 
$24,125.44,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  City.  MO,  Chiropractic. 
MAY.  1984. 

Meisner,  John,  T.,  Bogalusa,  LA,  $21,814.64, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  aflROPRACTlC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1987. 
Moran,  Kevin,  A..  Metairie,  LA,  $16,555.30, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 
Noble,  Craig,  J.,  Metairie,  LA,  $109,249.08, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Salczenko,  Jeffrey.  G.,  Benton,  LA, 
$47,008.44,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Smith,  Grant,  K.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$49,378.76,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Stine,  Brook,  A.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$68,901.80,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Stratso,  Nicholas,  Monroe,  LA,  $82,111.75, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic.  MAY,  1987. 
Thompson,  David,  J.,  Mandeville,  LA, 
$5,759.29,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA, 
Qiiropractic,  OCT,  1983. 

Walker,  Mark,  K.,  Kenn^,  LA.  $67,339.54, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  EKEC,  1988. 

Dentistry 

Baranco,  Patricia,  E.,  Baton  Rouge.  LA, 
$222,185.34,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Barietta,  Joseph,  W.,  New  Means,  LA, 
$29,690.67,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV 
MC-NEW  ORLEANS.  New  Orleans,  LA. 
Dentistry,  NOV,  1987. 

Battershield,  Enrique,  N..  Monroe,  LA, 
$145,972.88,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Dupuis,  Edwrd,  J.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$76,203.22,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV 
MC-NEW  ORLEANS.  New  Orleans.  LA. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

Jordan,  Lakara,  J.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA, 
$2,137.02,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 
Polk,  Joyce,  H..  Baton  Rouge,  LA, 
$177,360.80,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Optometry 

Strickland,  Gregory,  C.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$56,741.16,  SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Memphis,  TN,  Optometry, 
JUN,  1985. 

Osteopathy 

Floyd,  James,  P.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$68,369.79,  SOUTHEASTERN  COLLEGE 
OF  OST.  MED.,  N.  Miami  Beach,  FL, 
Osteopathy,  JUN.  1989. 

Newton,  Steven,  R.,  Baton  Rouge,  LA, 
$12,553.01,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF 


NJ — NJ  OST  MED,  Newark,  NJ,  Osteopathy, 
MAY,  1983. 

Noss,  Michael,  R.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$25,579.10,  TEXAS  COLLEGE  M  OST 
MED,  Fort  Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  JUN, 

1986. 

Wilson.  Wesley,  Monroe,  LA,  $2,278.92, 
TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED,  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1991. 

Pharmacy 

Aruna,  Augustine,  S.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$6,572.54,  QIEIGHTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Omaha,  NE.  Pharmacy,  DEC.  1988. 

Johnson,  Paul,  Harvey,  LA,  $16,347.19, 
XAVIER  UNIV  OF  LOUISIANA.  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1983. 

Smith,  Dairyl,  M..  Metairie,  LA,  $5,693.00, 
XAVIER  UNIV  OF  LOUISIANA.  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1983. 

Podiatry 

Bourque,  Lawles,  J.,  New  Means,  LA, 
$7,171.79,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  JAN,  1989. 

Freeman,  Gerald,  S.,  Morgan  City,  LA, 
$106,953.45,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland.  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 

Goodrow,  Andrew,  J.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$151,899.95,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry.  MAY. 

1987, 

Guerin.  Gerard,  G.,  Hammond,  LA, 

$15,000.00,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Hofner,  Mark,  L.,  Lake  Charles,  LA, 
$143,984.24,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  LA, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 

Hoover,  Bendel,  C.,  Gretna,  LA,  $19,492.90, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Jordan,  Joyce,  M.,  New  Means,  LA, 
$174,867.93,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  SEP,  1985. 

Public  Health 

Dowdy,  Jalicia,  L.,  Slidell,  LA,  $15,888.82, 
TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New  Orleans,  LA. 
Public  Health.  DEC.  1987. 

Metoyer,  Elisha,  J.,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
$3,060.55,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Public  Health,  JAN,  1991. 

Maine 

Allopathic  Medicine 

McChe.sney,  Guy,  H.,  Bangor,  ME,  $4,241.41, 
YALE  UNIV,  New  Haven,  CT,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Chiropractic 

Winkler,  Stephen,  D.,  Bangor,  ME, 
$50,605.96,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Dentistry 

Dentremont,  Franklin,  Bangor,  ME, 
$11,995.07,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Bostcm, 
MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1980. 

Howeleighton,  MarjOT,  Norway.  ME, 
$4,850.05,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis. 
MO.  Dentistry.  MAY,  1983. 
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Osteopathy  • 

Hagopian,  Laurie,  Auburn,  ME,  $110,626.45, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  &  HEALTH 
SCIENCES.  Des  Moines,  lA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1986. 

Psonak,  Raymond, ).,  Topsham,  ME, 
$23,200.35,  UNIV  OF  NEW  ENGLAND. 
Biddeford,  ME,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1991. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Raiten,  Joan,  K.,  Blue  Hill,  ME,  $25,966.67, 
UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA,  Philadelphia, 
PA.  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Maryland 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Archer,  Beverly,  L.,  Gaithersburg,  MD, 
$70,263.96,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1989. 

Awh,  Carl,  C,  Baltimore,  MD,  $2,690.08, 
UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED  CENTER. 
Jackson.  MS.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 

Bialek,  Barry,  B..  Bethesda,  MD,  $203,426.33, 
GEORGE  WASHINGTON  UNIV. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1985. 

Bivins,  Anthony,  D..  Greenbelt,  MD, 
$48,043.76,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1 984. 

Briggs,  Nathaniel,  C..  Rockville,  MD,  $805.45, 
UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS.  Worcester, 
MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Brooks.  Jacinth,  E.,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 
$15,088.15,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN.  1985. 

Bruza,  John,  M.,  Baltimore,  MD,  $2,890.90, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SCI  CTR, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1991. 

Burney,  Dawn,  W.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$55,350.00,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1983. 

Burt,  Hugh,  A.,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 
$54,278.33,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1990. 

Cain,  Alicia,  R.,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 

$2,887.54,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY. 
1980. 

C.arter,  Kenneth,  O.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$8,708.72,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— 
MEDICAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Chesley,  Francis,  D.,  Gaithersburg,  MD, 
$106,118.96,  GEORGETOWN 
UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Cooper  Jr.,  John,  D.,  Rockville,  MD, 

$2,147.03,  SUNY  AT  BUFFALO.  Buffalo, 
NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Crarey,  Patrick,  E.,  Upper  Marlboro,  MD, 
$57,816.87.  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1986.  . 

Crawford,  Robin,  A.,  Laurel,  MD,  $2,703.57, 
UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ^MEDICAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

Cuffy,  Lewis,  Takoma  Park,  MD,  $49,724.91, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 


Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN.  1990. 

Cummings,  Phillip,  B.,  Hyattsville,  MD, 
$6,705.74,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1990. 

Daniels,  Fernando,  Upper  Marlboro,  MD, 
$27,093.66.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1986. 

Douglass,  Eric,  L.,  Towson,  MD,  $45,378.72, 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY.  1985. 

Farr,  Stephany,  D.,  Burtonsville,  MD, 
$5,020.32,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1991. 

Figaro,  Kelson,  M.,  Bowie,  MD,  $123,145.15, 
EASTERN  VIRGINIA  MED  SCH,  Norfolk, 
VA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC,  1989. 

Finucane,  Charity,  M.,  Bethesda,  MD, 
$72,757.29,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUL,  1985. 

Freeland,  Carole,  A.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$51,331.71,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 

Boston,  MA.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1986. 

Greene,  Leroy.  C.,  Adelphi,  MD,  $14,197.58, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Halls,  Lydia,  Gaithersburg,  MD,  $8,702.30, 
BOWMAN  GRAY  SCHOOL  OF  MED. 
Winston  Salem,  NC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1985. 

Hill,  Leo,  D.,  Cheverly,  MD,  $14,780.47, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY.  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Hogan,  John,  W.,  Fort  Washington,  MD, 
$488.16,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  IX],  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1984. 

Hurson,  Susan,  B.,  Bethesda,  MD,  $36,328.66, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1988. 

Jackson,  Eugene,  Wheaton,  MD,  $10,896.96, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SCI  CTR, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1987. 

Johnson,  Miles,  D.,  Hyattsville,  MD, 
$40,598.84,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1991. 

Kennedy,  Grace,  L.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$38,737.77,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  PA., 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUL,  1985. 

Lane,  Brian,  F.,  Germantown,  MD, 
$25,892.91,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston.  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1988. 

Little  Jr.,  Leonard,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 
$2,262.24,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR, 

1984. 

McKinney  Jr.,  Thomto,  Bladensburg,  MD, 
$80,456.25,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1989. 

O'Laughlin,  Thomas,  J.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$118,787.29,  GEORGE  WASHINGTON  ‘ 
UNIV,  Washington,  DC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Park,  Won,  S.,  Baltimore,  MD,  $11,757.91, 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE. 


Baltimore,  MD,  Allopathic  Medicine,  APR, 
1990. 

Ponder  III,  Alvin,  F.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$44,932.27,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  EX],  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN.  1987.  ^ 

Powell,  Craig,  M.,  Ellicott  City,  MD, 
$73,350.29,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV, 

Dayton,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  NOV, 

1985. 

Ramos,  Lydia,  I.,  Gaithersburg,  MD, 
$30,120.46,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  EX],  Allopathic  Medicine', 

JUN.  1986. 

Richardson,  Gravney,  A.,  Upper  Marlboro, 
MD.  $81,542.59,  MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE. 
Atlanta,  GA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1988. 

Rosenthal,  James,  Grasonville,  MD, 
$16,192.84,  SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  UNIV, 
Carbondale,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1982. 

Saunders,  Robert,  D.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$8,285.32,  EAST  TENNESSEE  STATE 
UNIV,  Johnson  City,  TN,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Sears,  Terri,  A.,  Greenbelt,  MD,  $13,953.80, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Shelby,  Gloria,  D.,  Capitol  Heights,  MD, 
$16,097.91,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  EX],  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN.  1987. 

Sterrett,  Michael,  J.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$40,862.80,  UNIV  OF  MARYLAND- 
BALTIMORE,  Baltimore,  MD,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Thomas,  Michelle,  D.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$30,259.69,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF 
NJ— MEDICAL,  Newark.  NJ,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Wagner,  Robert,  J.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$54,320.29,  ALBANY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Albany,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1989. 

West,  Denise,  G.,  Baltimore,  MD,  $18,991.77, 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE. 
Baltimore,  MD,  Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG, 

1985. 

Wheeler,  Jacquelyn,  L.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$168,940.42,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1986. 

White,  John,  A.,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 
$40,314.34,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1986. 

Whittingham,  Wayne,  L.,  Riverdale,  MD, 
$9,653.78,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  EX],  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1988. 

Wilder,  Deborah,  D.,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 
$88,350.12,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  EX],  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1989. 

Chiropractic 

Darawshi,  Jaber,  M.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$5,739.25,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1988. 

Faurote,  Pamella,  R.,  Rockville,  MD, 
$13,398.13,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic. 
JAN.  1984. 
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Fishkin,  David,  B.,  Potomac,  MD,  $5,641.21, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Gordon,  Robert,  K.,  Snow  Hill,  MD, 
$76,643.45,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JUL,  1987, 

Kay,  Robert, ).,  EllicoU  Qty,  MD,  $65,995.52, 
LIFE  COU^GE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Mahyari,  Homayoun,  Potomac,  MD, 
$12,536.78,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC-WEST,  San  Jose,  CA, 
Ghiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Vollrath,  Patrick,  W.,  Pasadena,  MD, 
$24,348.96,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Hall,  Pamela,  A.,  Baltimore,  MD,  $58,593.97, 
FLORIDA  INST.  OF  TECHNOLOGY, 
Melbourne,  FL,  Clinical  Psychology,  AUG, 
1987. 

Dentistry 

Allen,  Sherman,  L.,  Hyattsville,  MD, 
$59,635.58,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Avery,  Fr^erick,  Columbia,  MD,  $9,698.65, 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1987. 

Bailey,  John,  R.,  Upper  Marlboro,  MD, 
$60,550.44,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Benson,  Fred,  Takoma  Park,  MD,  $20,769.82, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Blaney,  Melvin,  Baltimore,  MD,  $13,107.03, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Bloomer,  Ann,  M.,  Baltimore,  MD, 

$46,572.02,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Carver,  Belinda,  A.,  Ciapitol  Heights,  MD, 
$3,038.42,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Chaudhry,  Nisar,  A.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$59,712.43,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1982. 

Chibambo-Smith,  Gadi,  M.,  Hyattsville,  MD, 
$53,080.37,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Chorbajian,  James,  P.,  Bowie,  MD, 

$37,692.47,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Cieslik,  Charles,  R.,  Perry  Hall,  MD, 
$17,820.47,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Clark,  Marva,  J.,  Gaithersburg,  MD,  $9,113.89, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Crawford,  Alesia,  M.,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 
$17,140.88,  VIRGINIA  GOMMONWEALTH 
UNIV-MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1986. 

Cummins,  David,  F.,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 
$38,270.07,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

De  la  Cruz,  Maureen,  Bethesda,  MD, 
$93,279.57,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Eidensohn,  Alan,  S.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$18,140.21,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry.  AUG,  1981. 


Fuentes,  Raymond,  H.,  Bethesda,  MD, 
$31,462.41,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Garcia,  Anthony,  G.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$14,531.89,  UNIV  OF  MARYLAND- 
BALTIMO^,  Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1989. 

Gordon,  Vernon,  L.,  Columbia,  MD, 
$37,534.38,  UNIV  OF  MARYLAND- 
BALTIMORE,  Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry, 
JUN,  1987. 

Harris,  Michael,  M.,  Upper  Marlboro,  MD, 
$48,725.22,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Hurdle- Anderson,  Gaile,  E.,  handover,  MD, 
$32,716.82,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Irey,  John,  P.,  Silver  Spring,  MD,  $8,544.08, 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Jarboe,  David,  A.,  Arbutus,  MD,  $7,916.65, 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 

Johnson,  Mark,  A.,  Hyattsville,  MD, 
$13,391.94,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987, 

Johnson,  Leardrew,  L.,  Takoma  Park,  MD, 
$10,565.45,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Kurtzman,  Gregori,  M.,  Germantown,  MD, 
$42,814.36,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Lang,  Francis,  P.,  Baltimore,  MD,  $5,349.31, 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1987. 

Lindsey,  Glenda,  L.,  Randallstown,  MD, 
$46,336.88,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Munson,  Kevin,  D.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$10,590.71,  UNIV  OF  MARYLAND- 
BALTIMORE,  Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1989. 

Perry,  Elizabeth,  S.,  Chaptico,  MD, 
$13,336.14,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1987. 

Rampertaap,  Maheswar,  Rockville,  MD, 
$10,260.96,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Redmon,  Maria,  I.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$40,878.90,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Richardson,  Joseph,  M.,  Adelphi,  MD, 
$163,163.22,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Rohloff,  Jay,  S.,  Dunkirk,  MD,  $24,873.51, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Saffold,  Michael,  D.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$12,022.99,  UNIV  OF  MARYLAND- 
BALTIMORE,  Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1988. 

Schnittman,  Gerry,  R.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$163,450.99,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston, 
MA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Schott,  Alan,  J.,  Baltimore,  MD,  $40,912.72, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Scott,  Robert,  L.,  Baltimore,  MD,  $16,047.33, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Shpritz,  Nathan,  L.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$24,700.16,  UNIV  OF  MARYLAND- 
BALTIMORE,  Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1985. 

Smith,  Dezrie,  C.,  Clinton,  MD,  $17,697.93, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 


Snyder,  Craig,  L.,  Baltimore,  MD,  $42,634.24, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Tall,  Deborah,  A.,  Temple  Hills,  MD, 
$19,227.27,  CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE 
SCHOOL,  Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1985. 

Tassian,  Karla,  A.,  Burtonsville,  MD, 
$15,487.69,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN, 

1985. 

Van  Story-Lewis,  Patricia,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$26,606.98,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 

Wiley,  Bruce,  R.,  Baltimore,  MD, 

$136,278.47,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

Williams,  Charles,  E.,  College  Park,  MD, 
$60,346.96,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Osteopathy 

Carter,  Merv,  D.,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 
$56,357.38,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East 
Lansing,  MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 

Waltman,  Bonnie,  J.,  Columbia,  MD, 
$20,357.57,  PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF 
OST  MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN.  1987. 

Pharmacy 

Austin,  Steven,  M.,  Owings  Mills,  MD, 
$609.34,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY. 
Greenvale,  NY,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1987. 

Carter,  Larry,  E.,  Forestville,  MD.  $15,220.66, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC. 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1993. 

Clark,  Jimothy,  Baltimore,  MD,  $9,059.35, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus. 
OH,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1987. 

Conerly,  Rex,  A.,  Greenbelt,  MD,  $26,303.09, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC. 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1986. 

Mumuney,  Ganiyu,  A.,  Salisbury,  MD, 
$4,070.60,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1985. 

Oleya,  Raymond,  A.,  Bethesda,  MD, 
$2,818.53,  DUQUESNE  UNIVERSITY. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1989. 

Onyekwere,  Lawrence,  N.,  Silver  Spring,  MD, 
$5,022.40,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Omaha,  NE,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1983. 

Stowers,  Debra,  B.,  Fort  Washington,  MD, 
$43,266.28,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Omaha,  NE,  Pharmacy,  DEC,  1987. 

Podiatry 

Gatling,  Joycelyn,  C.,  Largo,  MD, 

$112,364.68,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIG  MED,  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

McConner,  Sadie,  B.,  Perry  Point,  MD, 
$47,090.92,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIG  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1989. 

Rucker,  Gail,  M.,  Columbia,  MD, 

$134,951.71,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIG  MED.  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUL,  1985. 

Public  Health 

Henderson,  Melford,  J.,  Rockville,  MD, 
$4,483.56,  YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  & 
PH.  New  Haven.  CT.  Public  Health.  JUN. 
1984. 

Mathews,  Elizabeth,  A.,  Baltimore,  MD, 
$13,681.23,  JOHNS  HOPKINS 
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UNIVERSITY,  Baltimore,  MD,  Public 
Health,  SEP,  1990. 

Nwankwo,  Oiristian,  N.,  Gaithersburg,  MD, 
$17,499.12,  JOHNS  HOPKINS 
UNIVERSITY,  Baltimore,  MD,  Public 
Health.  JUN,  1986. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Alexander,  Michelle,  M.,  Columbia,  MD, 
$72,057.24.  TUSKBGBE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY.  1984. 

Griffith,  Debmah,  J.,  Bowie,  MD,  $19,659.97, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 
1983. 

Kohn,  Barbara,  A..  Columbia.  MD. 

$17,708.14.  UNTV  OF  MINNESOTA, 
Minneapolis,  MN,  Veterinary  Medicine, 
JUN.  1984. 

Massachusetts 
Allopathic  Medicine 

Bates,  George,  R.,  Wenham,  MA,  $12,784.77, 
UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS.  Worcester, 
MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 
Blakeman,  D.,  Nikimal,  Burlington,  MA, 
$21,821.85.  MAYO  MEDICAL  SCHOOL. 
Rochester,  MN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN, 
1989. 

Cohn,  Aaron,  I.,  Waltham,  MA.  $1,724.11, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH. 
Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1988. 

Cronin.  Kenneth,  M.,  Lee,  MA,  $190,432.32, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston.  MA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

CyTus,  Pamela,  A.,  Boston,  MA,  $17,315.66, 
MARSHALL  UNIVERSITY.  Huntington, 
WV,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 
D'Angona,  Peter,  B.,  Charlestown,  MA, 
$4,259.24,  YALE  UNIV.  New  Haven.  CT. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Daley,  William,  L.,  Boston,  MA,  $68,815.73, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 
Devereaux,  Daniel,  A.,  Worcester,  MA, 
$1,718.56,  UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS. 
Worcester,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY,  1986. 

Digidia,  Donna.  M..  Cambridge,  MA, 
$16,506.36,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1989. 

Dougherty,  Frances,  E.,  Boston,  MA, 
$7,259.98,  UNIV  OF  MED  8  DENT  OF  NJ— 
MEDICAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1990. 

Dubitsky,  Lori,  B.,  Lynn,  MA,  $21,296.16, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF  MED, 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987. 

Fleming,  Herbom,  E.,  Boston,  MA, 
$123,550.70,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Frissora,  Henry,  A.,  Boston,  MA,  $7,053.42, 
HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH,  Boston.  MA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Garg,  Ajay,  P.,  Quincy,  MA,  $62,333.62, 
ALBERT  EINSTEIN  COLLEGE  OF 
MEDICINE,  Bronx,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN.  1985. 

Goldman,  Richard,  S.,  Sudbury,  MA, 
$110,029.84,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 


Gray,  William,  Boston,  MA,  $18,056.98, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington.  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1982. 

Guinn  III,  O.,  Allen,  Worcester,  MA, 
$86,841.58,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA.  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1986. 

Herbert.  Barbara,  L,  Cambridge,  MA, 
$10,295.40,  SUNY  AT  STONY  BROOK, 
Stony  Brook,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1984. 

Joyce,  Benjamin,  S..  Cataumet,  MA. 
$14,516.36,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAR.  1986. 

Ling,  Judith,  Springfield,  MA,  $29,597.48, 
STANFORD  UNIVERSITY,  Stanford,  CA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Love,  Andre,  A.,  Dorchester,  MA,  $45,981.03, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Markson,  Lawrence,  J.,  Boston.  MA, 
$63,896.39,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 

Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1985. 

Mendes,  Antonio,  C..  Allston,  MA, 

$11,254.80,  UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS. 
Worcester.  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY,  1990. 

O’Leary,  Gloria,  M..  Cambridge,  MA, 
$118,793.01,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
APR.  1986. 

Obi'talKit,  Eliot,  T.,  Framingham,  MA, 
$7,415.46,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI- 
COLUMBIA,  Columbia.  MO,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Pope,  Lance,  W.,  Oak  Bluffs,  MA,  $48,836.96, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY.  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1983. 

Saint  I^uis,  Josephus,  H.,  Cambridge,  MA, 
$87,978.28,  UNIV  OF  MINNESOTA. 
Minneapolis,  MN,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
SEP,  1988, 

Thompson,  John,  E.,  East  Bridgewater.  MA, 
$20,222.75,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JAN,  1988. 

Trice,  Michael,  E.,  Boston,  MA,  $27,607.32, 
HARVARD  UNIV  MEUSCH,  Boston,  MA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987, 

Chiropractic 

Brault,  Peter,  C.,  Ashbumham,  MA, 
$28,445.73,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1983. 

Dehamer-Howard,  Heleen,  M.,  South 
Hamilton.  MA,  $59,207.44,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

JUN.  1983. 

Doherty,  Edward,  A.,  Westwood,  MA, 
$15,423.05,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 

Doonan,  Gregg,  C.,  Peabody,  MA,  $20,518.29, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Garcia,  Frank,  J.,  Teaticket,  MA,  $1,532.35, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Goldberg,  Howard,  N.,  Holliston,  MA, 
$2,855.97,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic.  OCT,  1982. 


Gregg,  James,  K.,  Cambridge,  MA,  $3,802.14, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  lA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1983. 
Holloway,  Jill,  B.,  Watertown,  MA,  $6,817.30 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1983. 

Leonard,  Susan,  M.,  Provincetown,  MA. 
$25,917.36,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

McLaughlin,  Paul,  J.,  Andover,  MA, 

$19,733.66,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Morman,  Diane,  L.,  Boston,  MA,  $44,319.69, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1983. 

Palmer,  Becky,  A.,  Attleboro.  MA, 

$63,524.91,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Powell,  Michael,  N.,  Somerset.  MA, 

$66,410.92,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  LA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1987. 

Rothenberg,  Kathie,  L.,  Scituate,  MA, 
$55,492.48,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Wellman,  Fred.  Northampton,  MA, 

$17,006.62,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Coombs,  David,  D.,  Oxford,  MA,  $16,041.69, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 
Alhambra,  CA.  Clinical  Psychology,  SEP, 
1986. 

Spitz,  Michael,  Framingham,  MA,  $143.30, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 

Fresno,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  AUG, 

1985. 

Webster,  Thomas,  J.,  Northampton,  MA, 
$72,469.95,  NEW  SCHOOL  FOR  SOQAL 
RESEARCH.  New  York,  NY.  Clinical 
Psychology,  AUG,  1989. 

Dentistry 

Bartel,  Daniel,  Lexington.  MA,  $12,645.53, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
Bartel,  Peter,  D.,  Taunton,  MA,  $9,860.10, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 
Bissanti,  Michael,  A.,  Braintree,  MA, 
$33,019.69,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 

Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Blase,  Richard,  M..  Boylston,  MA, 

$111,528.92,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Budz,  Andrew.  B.,  Williamstown,  MA, 
$15,068.34,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 
Byung-Jin,  Min,  Cambridge,  MA,  $72,535.87,  ' 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston,  MA, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Carabatsos,  John,  T.,  Brockton,  MA, 
$116,676.99,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry.  JUL,  1984. 
Christopoulos,  George.  Saugus,  MA, 
$114,056.55,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1987. 

Cohen,  Roy,  S.,  Allston,  MA,  $27,401.72, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston.  MA. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Dooley,  Paul,  J.,  Hyde  Park.  MA,  $22,734.56, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA. 
Dentistry.  MAY.  1987. 
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Down,  Marjorie,  E.,  Wrentham,  MA, 

$3,665.40,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston, 
MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Gallery,  Melissa,  Lynn,  MA,  $117,782.87, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston,  MA. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Gallucci,  Don,  A.,  Boston,  MA,  $45,717.47, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

George,  Gail,  E.,  Boston,  MA,  $108,755.33, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Grasso,  Michael,  V.,  Dorchester,  MA, 
$19,045.60,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston. 
MA,  Dentistry,  NOV,  1987. 

Haywood,  Dexter,  L.,  Boston,  MA,  $3,182.05, 
HARVARD  SCHOOL  OF  DENTAL 
MEDICINE,  Boston,  MA,  Dentistry.  MAY, 
1989. 

Healy,  Kevin,  F.,  Somerville,  MA, 

$16,310.98,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 
Jackson,  Lue,  D..  Boston,  MA,  $4,685.68, 
SOUTHERN  ILUNOIS  UNIV, 

Edwardsville,  IL,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1979. 
Jones,  Margaret,  K.,  Pembroke,  MA, 
$163,193.17,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Landry,  Richard,  D.,  West  Springfield,  MA, 
$35,881.09,  INDIANA  UNIV  AT 
INDIANAPOLIS.  Bloomington,  IN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Lebourdais,  Stephen,  W.,  PittsHeld,  MA, 
$357.93,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Martinez,  Hannah,  A.,  Medford,  MA, 
$36,858.51,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston, 
MA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1986. 

Matkoski,  Jane,  L.,  Dorchester,  MA, 
$93,368.78,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 

Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Meade,  Sandra,  M.,  Chestnut  Hill,  MA, 
$206,570.72,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston. 
MA,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1990. 

Nosack,  John,  E.,  Lexington,  MA, 
$147,816.72,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston, 
MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Pryharski,  Michael,  J.,  Westborough,  MA, 
$23,766.02,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Ramos,  Steven,  M.,  Marblehead,  MA, 
$151,109.49,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1987. 

Rossman,  Richard,  S.,  Stoughton,  MA, 
$33,310.26,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 
Savas,  Christy,  W.,  Worcester,  MA, 

$1,873.67,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Smith,  Rickey,  E.,  Jamaica  Plain,  MA, 
$76,292.16,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  Wl,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1988. 
Solimini  Jr.,  ^limini.  East  Boston,  MA, 
$35,647.06,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  APR,  1985. 
Thompson,  Floriaw,  Boston,  MA, 
$180,086.07,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Turner,  Kevin,  J.,  Haverhill,  MA,  $70,702.15, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Weake,  Jeffrey,  R.,  Groton,  MA,  $181,103.49, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Woodrick,  William,  R.,  Swampscott,  MA, 
$37,180.00,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 


Health  Administration 
Delpo,  John,  A..  Westborough,  MA, 
$36,483.92,  WASHINGTON  SCHOOL  OF 
MEDIQNE,  St  Louis,  MO,  Health 
Administration,  MAY,  1986. 

Optometry  . 

Cokkinias,  Christopher,  D.,  Springfield,  MA, 
$19,462.85.  PENNSYLVANIA  COLLEGE 
OF  OPTOMETRY,  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Optometry,  SEP,  1986. 

Lance,  Mark,  J.,  South  Easton.  MA. 

$12,722.52,  NEW  ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston,  MA,  Optometry, 
NOV,  1984. 

Miller,  Traudi,  A.,  Lincoln,  MA,  $6,232.97, 
NEW  ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston,  MA,  Optometry, 
MAY.  1983. 

Soli,  Alan,  R.,  Boston,  MA.  $1,369.17,  NEW 
ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY. 
Boston,  MA,  Optometry,  JUN,  1983. 

Soque,  James,  B.,  Watertown,  MA,  $4,051.25, 
NEW  ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston,  MA.  Optometry, 
JUN.  1988. 

Travels,  Lisa,  A.,  Ipswich,  MA,  $1,452.69, 
NEW  ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston,  MA.  Optometry, 
JUN,  1986. 

Osteopathy 

Engel,  Sharon,  R.,  Stow,  MA,  $75,194.05, 
UNIV  OF  NEW  ENGLAND,  Biddeford,  ME. 
Osteopathy,  OCT,  1986. 

Leaver,  Janet,  M.,  Stoughton,  MA. 
$189,293.70,  UNIV  OF  NEW  ENGLAND. 
Biddeford,  ME,  Osteopathy,  JAN.  1987. 
Peters,  Victoria,  P.,  East  Longmeadow,  MA, 
$101,369.74,  NEW  YORK  INST  TECH.  Old 
Westbury,  NY,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 
Scott,  Calvin,  F.,  Hudson,  MA,  $31,990.03, 
CHICAGO  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED, 
Downers  Grove,  IL,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1980. 
Waitekus,  Raymond,  W.,  Marblehead,  MA, 
$49,732.38,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES, 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy.  MAY,  1989. 

Pharmacy 

Gibbs,  David,  P.,  Boston,  MA,  $24,543.04, 
MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF  PHARMACY. 
Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1984. 

Hogan,  Robert,  J.,  Monponsett,  MA, 
$3,394.67,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUN. 
1986. 

Ikejiani,  Azubueze,  Jamaica  Plain,  MA, 
$52,641.33,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy, 
MAR.  1987. 

Rand,  Chris,  B.,  North  Abington,  MA, 
$70,223.46,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUN, 

1983. 

Roy,  Geaorge,  P.,  Shrewsbury.  MA, 

$2,813.21,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUL. 

1984. 

W'att,  Sharyn,  Brockton,  MA,  $52,349.15, 
MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF  PHARMACY. 
Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1986. 

Podiatry 

Cormier,  Greg,  A..  Weymouth,  MA, 
$20,874.79,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 


Egan,  Thomas,  J.,  Medford,  MA,  $97,417.33, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry.  JUN,  1988. 

Gertz,  Mitchell,  M.,  Malden,  MA,  $3,253.00, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1983. 

Kaplan,  David,  B.,  Chelsea,  MA,  $22,822  17. 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 
McCrumb,  Michelle,  A.,  Oak  BluBs,  MA, 
$125,564.17,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH.  ! 

Podiatry,  JUL,  1984. 

Ritchey,  Rotert,  M.,  Yarmouth  Port,  MA, 
$111,365.10,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 
1981. 

Wachter,  Renee,  J.,  Boston,  MA,  $199,580.97, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 

New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN.  1987. 

Public  Health 

Burnside,  Susan,  Marblehead,  MA, 

$12,566.39,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 

Boston,  MA,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1985. 
Caraballo,  Elizabeth,  Boston,  MA,  $12,595  01, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston.  MA. 

Public  Health,  MAY,  1985. 

DesRosiers,  Paultre,  Pierre,  Framingham, 

MA,  $21,473.20,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Boston,  MA,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1986. 
Dorsinville,  Mona,  M.,  Boston.  MA, 
$20,870.89,  HARVARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Boston,  MA,  Public  Health,  JUN,  1987. 
Dumser,  James,  B  ,  Charlestown,  MA, 
$23,451.02,  HARVARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Public  Health,  JUN,  1987. 

Eloi,  Emmanuel,  Waltham,  MA,  $11,598.93. 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA. 

Public  Health,  MAY,  1986. 

Kattan,  Yehuda,  Newton  Center,  MA, 
$15,919.87,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Public  Health,  NOV,  1986. 
Mikols,  Ann,  M.,  Swampscott,  MA, 
$28,847.19,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY', 

Boston,  MA,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1985. 
Munroe,  Alelia,  E.,  Jamaica  Plain,  MA, 
$16,860.08,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 

Boston,  MA,  Public  Health,  JAN,  1983 
Nwachukwu,  Uzoma,  A.,  Boston,  MA, 
$17,700.32,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Public  Health,  JAN,  1988. 
Parker,  Jon,  C.,  Boston,  MA,  $103,776.65, 
YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  &  PH.  New 
Haven,  CT,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1986. 
Regna,  Joseph,  V.,  Somerville,  MA, 

$3,387.89,  JOHNS  HOPKINS  UNIVERSITY. 
Baltimore,  MD,  Public  Health,  JUN,  1983. 
Rutstein,  Amy,  E.,  Brookline,  MA, 
$13,838.45,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1986. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Canavan,  Robert,  T.,  Sudbury,  MA, 
$48,316.56,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston. 
MA,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 
Cherry,  Allison,  E.,  Dorche.ster,  MA, 
$79,106.64,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Ernst,  Harry,  B.,  Buzzards  Bay,  MA, 
$96,461.47.  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston, 
MA,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 
Grighton,  Ellen,  R.,  Marblehead,  MA, 
$6,585.34.  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston. 
MA,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 
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Hepburn,  Bradley,  J.,  Boston,  MA, 

$25,613.78,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston, 
MA.  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Thompson,  Ashiaa,  L.,  Canton,  MA, 
$55,570.44,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Weber,  Merle,  H.,  Haverhill,  MA,  $75,370.09, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston,  MA, 
Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Michigan 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Arrington,  Dexter,  E.,  Detroit,  MI,  $1,400.29, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Berry,  Alphonso,  Detroit,  Ml,  $4,584.88, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Braswell,  James,  Detroit,  MI,  $130,678.75, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Casey,  Gregory,  D.,  Jackson,  MI,  $25,750.46, 
JOHNS  HOPKINS  UNIVERSITY,  Baltimore, 
MD,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Clos,  Autumn,  P.,  East  Lansing,  MI, 
$22,460.06,  MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF 
HUMAN  MED,  East  Lansing,  Ml, 

Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Criss,  David,  Lansing,  MI,  $7,051.40,  MICH 
ST  UNIV  CLG  OF  HUMAN  MED,  East 
Lansing,  MI,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1990. 

Crittenden  Jr.,  William,  Detroit,  Ml, 
$68,692.40,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1988. 

Eichler,  John,  A.,  Saline,  MI,  $94,216.91, 
UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  FEB,  1987. 

Ennis,  Michael,  C.,  Lansing,  MI,  $22,871.91, 
MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF  HUMAN  MED, 
East  Lansing.  MI,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1989. 

Frosh,  Victor,  P.,  Jackson.  MI,  $59,833.93, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO.  Toledo. 

OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1981. 

George,  Eric.  R.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI,  $6,428.01, 
MARSHALL  UNIVERSITY,  Huntington. 
WV,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Graham,  Denise.  Lansing,  ML  $24,631.12. 
WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit,  Ml. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1987. 

Green,  Carmen,  R.,  Flint,  Ml,  $28,779.51, 
MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF  HUMAN  MED. 
East  Lansing,  MI,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
DEC.  1987. 

Holloway.  Milton,  G..  Flint,  MI.  $25,369.86, 
MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF  HUMAN  MED. 
East  Lansing,  MI,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1987. 

Hoyt.  Rex.  A.,  Sanford,  MI,  $5,388.67,  MICH 
ST  UNIV  CLG  OF  HUMAN  MED,  East 
Lansing,  MI,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN, 

1989. 

Kimbrough,  Robert,  L..  Kalamazoo,  MI, 
$148,175.12,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Ailopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1983. 

Long,  Kathleen,  S.,  Empire.  MI,  $10,969.31, 
MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF  HUMAN  MED. 
East  Lansing,  Ml,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
DEC,  1987. 

Marang,  Boitshoko,  P.,  Detroit,  MI, 
$87,381.68,  SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  UNIV, 
Carbondale,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1988. 


McAllister,  William,  Commerce,  MI, 
$33,363.32,  MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF 
HUMAN  MED.  East  Lansing,  MI. 

Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Mial,  Ricki,  K..  Ann  Arbor,  MI,  $3,772.11, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY.  Omaha.  NE, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY.  1985. 

Motley,  Rebecca,  K.,  SouthBeld,  Ml. 
$99,510.17,  UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN.  Ann 
Arbor,  MI,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1988. 

Neitzel,  Shelly.  J.,  Jackson,  MI,  $11,041.13, 
UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN,  Ann  Arbor,  MI. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Plattner,  Beth,  A.,  Ann  Arbor,  MI,  $6,118.78, 
UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN.  Ann  Arbor,  MI. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY.  1989. 

Polak,  Timothy,  J.,  Wyandotte,  MI, 
$11,625.89,  WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit. 
MI.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1991. 

Polk,  Norris,  C.,  Detroit,  Ml,  $1,609.87, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1985. 

Ricketts,  Susan,  V.,  Portage,  MI,  $5,073.97, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY,  Omaha.  NE. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Rowlett,  Andre,  L.,  Belleville,  MI, 

$39,201.61,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Omaha,  NE.  Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY, 
1979. 

Samuel,  Donald,  R.,  Tecumseh,  MI, 
$129,589.19,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
OHIO,  Toledo,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1986. 

Sasaki,  Larry,  S.,  Farmington,  MI,  $6,235.70, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1990. 

Segesta,  Michael,  East  Detroit,  Ml, 

$22,619.64,  MAYO  MEDICAL  SCHOOL. 
Rochester,  MN,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY.  1988. 

Sparrow  Jr.,  Cleveland,  B.,  Birmingham,  MI, 
$69,066.06,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN.  1986. 

Tanwi,  Lyndon,  B.,  Southfield,  Ml, 
$51,800.20,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio.  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Turner,  Sherri,  A.,  Saginaw,  MI,  $26,456.69, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SGH  OF  MED, 
Boston.  MA.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN, 
1981. 

Twomley,  James,  D.,  Berrien  Springs,  MI, 
$6,687.53,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1989. 

Valentine,  Charise,  L,  Birmingham,  Ml, 
$29,053.19,  CASE  WTiSTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Walker,  Yvette,  R..  Harper  Woods,  Ml, 
$16,305.46,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY. 

1990. 

Ware,  Cynthia,  Detroit,  Ml,  $18,630.96, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton.  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1990. 

Wells,  Victor,  C..  Detroit,  MI,  $28,938.80, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY.  Omaha.  NE. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

West,  Woodrow,  D.,  Southfield,  MI, 
$7,932.15,  UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN,  Ann 
Arbor,  Ml,  Allopathic  Medicine,  FEB, 

1985. 

Williams,  Marvin,  L..  Detroit,  MI, 
$208,155.94,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 


Nashville.  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1986. 

Williams,  Alvin,  Detroit,  MI,  $2,781.21, 
WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit.  MI, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1983. 

Wilson,  Alan,  K.,  Westland,  MI,  $1,814.02, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH, 
Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

Chiropractic 

Aamodt,  Wayne,  Garth,  Grand  Rapids,  Ml, 
$6,474.43,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Allen,  I^vid,  F.,  Stanwood,  MI,  $41,401.53, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard.  IL, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Anderson,  Thomas.  C.,  Canton,  MI, 
$23,256.20,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982. 

Ashmore,  Judith,  E..  Riverview,  Ml, 
$53,290.72,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1982. 

Bastien,  Thomas.  R.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI, 
$70,802.61,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Ghiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Blossom,  Daniel,  E.,  Vassar,  MI,  $19,893.41, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR.  1983. 

Bryant,  Thomas,  L.,  Detroit.  MI,  $23,776.23, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Calzetta,  Gregory,  Alan,  Utica,  MI, 
$53,247.75,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  NOV,  1985. 

Carpenter,  Richard,  P.,  Kentwood,  MI, 
$72,301.23,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Chapman.  Michelle,  A.,  Auburn  Heights,  MI, 
$30,960.22,  PALMER  COLCEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1987. 

Dell,  Michael,  S.,  Atlanta,  MI,  $65,778.28, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1986. 

Dunn,  Karen,  S..  Royal  Oak,  MI,  $27,430.73, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC.  1985. 

Famey-Lett,  Sally,  E.,  Kalamazoo,  MI, 
$63,445.03,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic. 
AUG,  1988. 

Forte,  Sandra,  L..  Detroit,  Ml.  $14,917.19, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF' 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Lombard.  IL, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Gilbert,  Jerry,  L.,  Twin  Lake,  MI.  $7,215.60, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR.  1982. 

Giroush,  Gamal,  F.,  Wayne,  Ml,  $34,100.60, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Gutierrez,  Celso,  Croswell,  Ml,  $9,196.40, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Hafer,  Kathryn,  J.,  Kalamazoo,  MI, 
$42,878.83,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Herbert,  Jeffrey,  J.,  Oxford,  MI,  $21,506.95, 
PALMER  COLI^E  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 
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Humphrey,  Terry,  Lansing,  MI,  $15,285.24, 
LIFE  (XILLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  AUG,  1983. 

Jackson,  William,  W.,  Dearborn,  Ml, 
$108,407.78,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1084. 

Johnson,  Gary,  P.,  Mount  Clemens,  MI, 
$10,489.95,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Knol,  Jennifer,  S.,  Holland,  Ml,  $42,384.58, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Koffeman,  John,  N.,  Chelsea,  MI,  $36,980.73, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Lombard,  IL, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Kravis,  James,  B.,  Farmington  Hills,  MI, 
$77,060.13,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Lavengood,  Daniel,  J.,  Wyoming,  MI, 
$116,435.15,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Lavengi^,  Todd,  D.,  Marshall.  MI. 
$47,358.74,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHlROPRACnC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Leclair,  Leonard,  J.,  Standish,  Ml,  $8,447.56, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Mazero,  Robert,  L.,  Saint  Clair  Shores,  MI, 
$92,829.43,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

McShan,  Ophelia,  Comstock,  MI,  $50,628.07, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Meeron,  S.,  Michael,  Oak  Park,  MI, 
$85,834.92,  UFE  OOLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Mifsud,  Martin,  A..  Farmington  Hills.  MI, 
$35,919.74,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 

Migdalewicz,  Alan,  L,  Belleville,  MI. 
$26,929.55,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Nelson,  Roger,  W.,  Waterford,  MI, 
$28,745.45.  PALMER  COLLEGE  OP 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Oberstein,  Bruce,  M..  Farmington,  MI, 
$36,981.37,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic.  DEC,  1982. 

Palmerton,  Barry,  L.,  Roscommon,  MI, 
$78,596.64,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Pierce,  Douglas,  E.,  Flushing,  MI,  $9,849.13, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Richardson,  Neil,  J.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI, 
$37,509.95,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Riley,  Rock,  A.,  West  Bloomfield,  MI, 
$29,921.50,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1982. 

Rivers,  Nadine,  T.,  Ecorse,  MI,  $18,773.14, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  F^,  1983. 

Rosemond,  Luther,  P.,  Detroit,  MI, 
$83,340.67,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Schwarz.  Bernard,  C,  Center  Une.  MI, 
$17,237.60,  PALMER  OOLLEGE  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Shihadeh,  Ahmad,  Plymouth,  MI,  $7,254.82, 
UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Siegel,  Scott,  R.,  Trenton,  MI,  $25,063.18, 

UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Simpson,  Jon,  H.,  Utica,  MI,  $83,529.61,  UFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

JUN.  1986. 

Sowerby,  Richard,  K.,  New  Buffalo,  MI, 
$84,729.48,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Thurston,  David,  J.,  Saint  Ignace,  MI. 
$33,248.98,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Tietze,  Patrick,  A.,  Muskegon,  MI, 

$65,518.57,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 

Tiller,  Kenneth,  R.,  Bloomfield  Hills,  MI, 
$20,404.04,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OP 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1985. 

Truax,  Christopher,  J.,  Algonac,  MI, 

$2,529.76,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
OCT,  1984. 

Vettraino,  Mark,  A.,  Royal  Oak,  MI, 
$74,251.75,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Waterstone,  Joel,  A.,  Southfield,  MI, 
$87,874.79,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Williams,  Ronald.  G..  Caledonia,  Ml, 
$51,042.34,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1987. 

Wilson,  Soni,  Y.,  Detroit,  MI,  $5,206.81, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Yeck,  Marc,  W.,  Pentwater,  MI,  $11,182.57, 
UI^  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Wright,  Richard,  B.,  Detroit,  Ml,  $95,753.82, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  MAY, 

1986. 

Dentistry 

Anderson,  Mary,  L.,  Southfield,  MI, 
$149,857.03,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit, 
MI,  Dentistry,  APR,  1982. 

Anderson,  Denise,  Detroit,  MI,  $108,960.96, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Barroso,  David,  R.,  Lakeview,  MI,  $56,207.13, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Barton,  Brandon,  H.,  Detroit,  MI,  $7,574.71, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry.  JUL,  1980. 

Baumstark,  James,  M.,  Livonia,  MI, 
$106,734.85.  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  Wl,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Bonds,  Frederick,  R.,  Sterling  Heights,  MI, 
$129,746.82,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit. 
MI,  Elentistry,  MAY.  1983. 

Branham,  Jerome,  R.,  Bloomfield  Hills,  Ml, 
$30,725.31,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 

Claiborne,  Lorelei,  E.,  Detroit.  MI,  $8,472.97, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 


Dawidowski,  Douglas,  M.,  Rochester  Hills, 

Ml.  $51,071.64,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT. 

Detroit.  MI,  Dentistry,  APR,  1981. 

George,  Achukutty,  T.,  Detroit,  MI. 

$13,203.33,  UNIV  OP  MICHIGAN,  Ann 
Arbor,  Ml,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 

Gilbert,  Thomas,  J.,  Rochester,  MI, 

$26,374.29,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT.  Detroit. 

MI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Gordon,  Carla,  R  ,  Detroit,  MI,  $38,325.07, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Griggs.  Deborah,  L.,  Grosse  Pointe,  MI, 
$89,758.89,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit, 

Ml,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1985. 

Hahn,  Raymond,  C.,  Ann  Arbor,  MI, 
$47,183.73,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit, 

MI,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Hearns,  Ben,  J.,  Detroit,  MI,  $34,482.93, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985, 

Hooe,  William,  E.,  Ann  Arbor,  MI,  $4,037.91, 
UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN.  Ann  Arbor,  MI. 
Dentistry,  APR,  1990. 

Hysni,  Eddie,  K.,  West  Bloomfield,  MI, 
$21,442.95,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit. 

Ml,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Johnson,  Anthony,  Detroit,  MI,  $28,984.66, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1989. 

Kelly,  James,  M.,  Northville,  Ml,  $20,113.77, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston.  MA, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Korto,  Felix,  K.,  Southfield,  MI,  $7,246.18, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Locascio,  James,  E.,  Wixom,  MI,  $5,142.26, 
UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit,  Ml.  Dentistry. 
APR,  1981. 

Maharg,  Jeffrey,  R.,  Haslett,  Ml,  $24,967.34, 
UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit.  Ml.  Dentistry. 
MAY,  1986. 

Martin,  Joye,  L.,  Mount  Qemens,  MI, 
$62,860.86,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston. 
MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

McDougall,  Shawn,  E.,  Sterling  Heights,  Ml, 
$30,633.71,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit, 
Ml,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Miller,  Melvin,  S..  Southfield,  MI, 
$21,199.02,  HOWARD  UNIVER^TY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Moore,  Teresa,  M.,  Detroit,  MI,  $2,860.10, 
UNIV  OF  DETROIT.  Detroit.  Ml.  Dentistry, 
APR,  1985. 

Moussaed,  Emile,  K.,  Ypsilanti,  Ml, 
$102,804.14,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987, 

Murphy,  Kevin,  V.,  Fraser,  MI,  $39,593.53, 
UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit,  Ml.  Dentistry. 
APR.  1981. 

Nivison,  Thomas,  J.,  Flint,  MI,  $132,259.28, 
UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit.  MI,  Dentistry 
JUN.  1986. 

Okros,  Michael,  J.,  Warren,  MI,  $191,330.25, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY,  Milwaukee, 
WI,  DenUstry,  AUG.  1986. 

Robinson,  Velton,  D..  Detroit,  MI, 
$153,761.08,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1985. 

Russell,  Bobby,  D.,  Stevensville.  MI, 
$54,892.53,  LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO, 
Maywood,  IL,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Snyder,  Steven,  H.,  Ann  Arbor,  MI, 
$39,034.91,  UNIV  OF  DETROIT.  Detroit, 
MI,  Dentistry,  APR,  1981. 
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Tebo,  Caroline,  R.,  Southgate,  MI,  $9,897.80, 
UNIV  OF  DETROIT.  Detroit.  MI.  Dentistry. 
MAY,  1990. 

Wenturine,  James,  A.,  Fraser,  MI,  $41,145.97, 
UNIV  OF  DETROIT,  Detroit,  MI,  Dentistry, 
JUN,  1985. 

Health  Administration 

Bennie,  James,  R..  Livonia,  Ml,  $47,411.23, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Unsing, 

MI,  Health  Administration,  JUN,  1986. 

Optometry 

Med  lock,  Melissa,  M.,  Montgomery,  Ml, 
$16,790.37,  ILLINOIS  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Chicago,  IL,  Optometry, 
MAY.  1989. 

Osteopathy 

Attles,  Ronda,  L,  Detroit,  Ml,  $28,191.27, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Unsing, 

MI.  Osteopathy,  FEB,  1987. 

Barnett,  Ruth,  D.,  Detroit,  MI,  $68,915.32, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Unsing, 

MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 

Benjamin,  Roxanne,  L.,  Rose  City,  MI, 
$53,078.64,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East 
Unsing,  MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1986. 

Breedlove,  David,  L.,  Southheld,  Ml, 
$8,903.83,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East 
Unsing,  MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1983. 

Brent,  Gloria,  J..  Detroit,  MI,  $37,255.33, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Unsing. 

MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1986. 

Burton,  Joseph,  Lee,  Southfield,  MI, 

$81 .622.29,  CHICAGO  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
MED.  Downers  Grove,  IL,  Osteopathy,  JUN. 
1989. 

DeWilde,  Steven,  B.,  Algonac,  MI, 

$24,913.96,  CLG  OF  OST  MEDICINE  OF 
THE  PAQFIC,  Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy, 
SEP.  1986. 

Frei,  Julia,  I.,  Marquette,  MI,  $7,770.51, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV.  East  Lansing. 
MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1988. 

Garcia,  Edna,  M.,  ^uthfield,  MI,  $19,591.63, 
UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— NJ  OST 
MED,  Newark,  NJ,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1985. 

Ghafouri,  Mohammad,  R.,  Okemos,  MI, 
$2,522.46,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV.  East 
Unsing,  MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1990. 

Green,  Linda,  M.,  Detroit,  MI,  $35,181.50, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Unsing, 
MI,  Osteojpathy,  JUL,  1985. 

GrifTin,  Bryan,  J..  Grosse  Pointe,  Ml, 
$2,469.92,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV.  Ust 
Unsing,  MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1991. 

Hammett,  Howard,  J.,  Marlette,  MI, 
$156,828.81,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy. 
JUN.  1987. 

Hill,  Robert.  J.,  Holt.  MI.  $2,353.77, 
PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Osteopathy,  JUL,  1987. 

Holloway.  Uwrence,  M.,  Flint,  MI, 
$132,265.09,  UNTV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA, 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1983. 

Racicot,  Terry,  A.,  Troy,  MI,  $10,042.90, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  ft 
SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy,  MAY, 
1989. 

Smalley,  Daniel,  R..  Wellston,  MI, 
$179,240.13,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV. 
East  Unsing,  MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1985. 


Swan,  Charles,  Detroit,  MI,  $6,428.70, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Unsing, 

MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1988. 

Toth,  Robert,  L..  Detroit,  MI,  $24,793.61, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Unsing, 

MI,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1981. 

York,  Steven,  R.,  Whitmore  Lake,  MI, 
$117,722.74,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy, 
MAY,  1988. 

Pharmacy 

Ummons,  Yvonne,  Detroit,  MI,  $29,719.75, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta.  GA. 
Pharmacy.  JUN,  1983. 

Podiatry 

Atkins,  Floyd,  Detroit,  Ml,  $179,053.80, 

OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Ball  Jr.,  Thomas,  Detroit,  MI,  $27,766.01, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1980. 

Berk,  Richard,  I.,  Ann  Arbor,  MI, 

$118,936.81,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 

Bianchi,  Anthony,  J.,  Detroit,  MI,  $52,063.04, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1988. 
Borchard,  Charles,  A..  Saginaw,  MI, 
$20,552.12,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1985. 

Bradford,  Joyce,  D..  Southfield,  MI, 
$192,653.16,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY.  1983. 

Cesar,  Gary,  L.,  Williamston,  MI, 

$133,222.61,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY.  1985. 

Home-Atkins,  Jerilyn,  Southfield,  MI, 
$32,847.84,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1980. 

Jackson,  Thomas,  C,  Detroit,  MI,  $22,354.24, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1985. 
Johnson,  Ervin.  B.,  Grosse  Pointe,  MI, 
$176,771.81,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY, 

Podiatry,  MAR,  1987, 

Klein,  Mark,  J.,  Ann  Arbor,  MI,  $74,889.74, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 

Mabry,  Michael,  G.,  Monroe,  Ml, 

$156,225.10,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Des  Moines,  lA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Moffett,  Anthony,  K.,  Detroit,  MI,  $12,876.28, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC 
MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Podiatry,  JUN. 
1984. 

Pozdol,  Alphonse,  F.,  Dearborn,  Ml, 
$88,821.58,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 

1986. 

Robertson,  Steven,  C.,  Bloomfield  Hills,  MI, 
$12,405.09.  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Wilson.  Ronald,  E..  Detroit,  MI.  $86,750.02. 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 


Veterinary  Medicine 

Clark,  Rhoda,  J.,  Prescott,  MI,  $10,353.88, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Lansing, 
MI,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Donastorg,  Fausto,  M.,  Highland  Park,  MI, 
$23,328.21,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Kennedy,  Meredith,  E.,  East  Unsing,  MI, 
$730.48,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East 
Unsing,  MI,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN, 
1990. 

Stewart,  Kevin,  R.,  Farmington  Hills,  MI, 
$43,968.52,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East 
Unsing,  MI,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUL, 

1987. 


Allopathic  Medicine 

Baker,  Jeffrey,  D.,  Champlin,  MN,  $16,760.42, 
UNIV  OF  MINNESOTA.  Minneapolis.  MN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Checco,  James,  Minneapolis,  MN,  $29,556.97, 
CORNELL  UNIV  MED  COLLEGE,  New 
York,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Halaas,  Gwen,  W.,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
$5,158.04,  HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH, 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1985. 

Hoskins,  Denise,  S.,  Cottage  Grove,  MN, 
$190,115.95,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  FEB,  1985. 

McDonald,  Carolyn,  S.,  Uuderdale,  MN, 
$3,728.59,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1987. 

Obregon,  Kathryn,  E.,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
$62,320.35,  UNIV  OF  NORTH  DAKOTA. 
Grand  Forks.  ND,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
AUG.  1985. 

Scarfo,  Dan,  J.,  Minneapolis,  MN,  $21,221.79, 
SUNY  HEALTH  SCIENCE  CENTER 
BROOKLYN,  Brooklyn,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Scott,  Rachel,  A.,  Cambridge,  MN, 
$24,513.40,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Shipp,  Deborah,  A.,  Saint  Paul,  MN, 
$2,388.52,  UNIV  OF  WISCONSIN. 
Madison,  WI.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1988. 

Watson,  Roberta.  A.,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
$5,208.70,  UNIV  OF  WASHINGTQN, 
Seattle,  WA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1990. 

Chiropractic 

Blish,  Jon,  J.,  Warren.  MN,  $18,243.36, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Carson,  Timothy.  J.,  Glencoe,  MN,  $4,396.36, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Chmelik,  Gregory,  J.,  Rushford,  MN, 
$4,759.53,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1990. 

Clubb,  David,  A..  Ukeville,  MN, 
$106,965.15,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
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Cox,  Janet.  L.,  Minneapolis,  MN,  $72,125.73, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  GHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA.  Chiropractic,  AUG.  1988. 

Danker,  Beth,  A..  Burnsville,  MN,  $61,824.38, 
NCMtTHWESTERN  CLG  CM' 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Driessen,  Todd,  G..  Faribault,  MN, 

$35,838.92,  PALMER  COLLECT  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic.  DEC,  1984. 

Dudley,  Diann,  M.,  Chanhassen,  MN, 
$8,988.82,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OP 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Fairchild,  Alima,  C..  Saint  Paul,  MN, 
$35,443.43,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Fordiani,  Thomas,  R.,  Apple  Valley,  MN, 
$129,412.14,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Hendrickson,  Raymond,  T.,  Qear  Lake,  MN, 
$4,376.88,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Hoklin,  Barbara,  U.,  Deephaven,  MN, 
$39,392.93,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Hoklin,  John,  G.,  Excelsior,  MN,  $29,106.92, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Jankord,  Dean,  F.,  New  Prague,  MN, 
$65,802.66,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987, 

Johnson,  Karen,  L.,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
$2,451.78,  northwestern  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  JUN.  1984. 

Kronbe^,  Gary,  M.,  Little  Falls,  MN. 
$7,311.72,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1986. 

Lawson.  Mary,  E.,  Minneapolis.  MN. 
$15,365.39,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Logue,  James,  F.,  Le  Sueiu',  MN,  $3,889.51, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Lowe,  James,  J.,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
$35,482.97,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1989. 

Lund.strom,  John,  R.,  White  Bear  Lake,  MN, 
$46,941.19,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Lyso,  Mark,  E.,  St.  Louis  Park,  MN, 
$24,312.96,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1983. 

Mayfleld,  Gordon,  L.,  Saint  Paul,  MN, 
$11,243.28,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

McRoy  Jr.,  David,  Maplewood,  MN, 
$22,259.90,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Mitchell,  Margaret,  A.,  Saint  Paul,  MN, 
$34,163.28,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  FEB,  1987. 

Norman.  Forsgren,  Kathleen,  Dennison,  MN, 
$62,978.47,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington.  MN, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

O’Brien,  Daniel,  P..  Saint  Paul,  MN, 
$6,992.92,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Post,  Margaret.  Miimeapolis,  MN,  $5,332.13, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Roehl,  Randall,  L,  Burnsville,  MN. 
$14,142.89,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OP 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1987. 

Schultz,  Craig,  D.,  Minneapolis.  MN, 
$8,848.99,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Smith,  Edward,  J.,  Edina,  MN.  $12,525.13, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1992. 

Sogaard,  James,  E..  Maple  Plain,  MN. 
$19,654.22,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Steffi,  David,  L,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
$11,393.66,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic.  APR,  1989. 

Strapko,  Steven,  W.,  Saint  Paul,  MN. 
$48,952.41,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Triden,  Thomas,  A.,  Willmar,  MN. 
$34,051.28,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Valverde-Pena,  Francisco,  Saint  Cloud,  MN, 
$4,031.17,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic.  AUG,  1990. 

Wakefield,  Elizabeth,  A.,  Saint  Paul,  MN, 
$55,653.02,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic,  AUG.  1985. 

Weierke,  Brenda,  L.,  South  Saint  Paul,  MN. 
$15,867.96,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Wicklander,  Calvin,  W.,  Hastings,  MN, 
$3,291.19,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1990. 

Dentistry 

Devine,  Sean,  G..  Minneapolis,  MN, 
$9,511.50,  UNIV  OF  MINNESOTA. 
Minneapolis,  MN,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1987. 
Doan,  Tung,  T.,  Minnetonka,  MN, 
$29,374.39,  UNIV  OF  ALABAMA- 
BIRMINGHAM,  Birmingham,  AL, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

DuBy,  Patrick,  T.,  Saint  Paul,  MN, 
$119,274.64,  UNIV  OF  MINNESOTA, 
Minneapolis,  MN,  Dentistry,  APR,  1987. 
Huiitt,  Mary.  D.,  Saint  Paul.  hW, 
$144,940.70,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI- 
KANSAS  CITY,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
Dentistry,  APR,  1986. 

Lalomia,  Terese,  A.,  Minneapolis,  MN. 
$6,024.81,  UNIV  OF  MINNESOTA. 
Minneapolis,  MN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 


Schroeder,  Donna,  M.,  Duluth,  MN. 
$163,285.84,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry.  MAY.  1984. 
Wilbur,  Raymond,  C.,  Bloomington,  MN, 
$119,534.87,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987, 

Optometry 

Sabre,  Marii,  S..  Eden  Prairie,  MN,  $3,393.04, 
PACIFIC  UNIVERSITY,  Forest  Grove,  OR. 
Optometry,  MAY,  1990. 

Weeks,  Brad,  A.,  Hopkins,  MN,  $54,956.31, 
UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-ST  LOUIS,  St.  Louis. 
MO,  Optometry,  MAY,  1987. 

Osteopathy 

Cavalancia,  Barry,  J.,  Minneapolis.  MN, 
$29,543.65,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 

HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA, 
Osteopathy,  JUL,  1985. 

Podiatry 

Perpich,  Thomas,  J..  Ironton,  MN,  $95,657.01, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  &  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Podiatry, 

MAR,  1985. 

Public  Health 

Gilbert,  Grant,  O.,  Minneapolis,  MN, 
$33,739.27,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO, 
Chicago,  IL,  Public  Health.  SEP,  1982. 

Mississippi 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Harris,  Dona,  F.,  Ridgeland,  MS,  $26,139.26, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Herron,  Woodie,  D.,  Aberdeen,  MS, 
$34,073.58,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1984. 

Holaday,  Howard,  R.,  Brandon,  MS, 
$86,719.09,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987. 

Miller,  James,  P.,  Jackson,  MS,  $11,779.01, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Taylor,  Brenda,  G.,  Jackson.  MS,  $22,362.89, 
UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED  CENTER. 
Jackson,  MS,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1984. 

Chiropractic 

Qark,  Ronald,  H.,  Meridian,  MS,  $8,307.19, 
LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1984. 

Durdin,  James,  M.,  Tupelo,  MS,  $131,424.53, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Fontenette,  Vemie,  F.,  Gulfport,  MS, 
$46,934.61,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Foxworth,  Raymond,  A.,  Brandon,  MS, 
$68,776.37,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JAN.  1985. 

Holford,  Joe.  E..  West  Point.  MS,  $72,437.50, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1987. 
Lett,  Gary,  L.,  Hattiesbuig,  MS,  $44,902.87, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

McNair,  Lawrence,  Gul^ort,  MS,  $76,180.80, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 
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Twigg,  Jonathan,  W.,  Bay  St.  Louis,  MS, 
$93,125.30,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JUN,  1988. 

Dentistry 

Akin,  Douglas,  Ridgeland,  MS,  $2,612.56, 
UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED  CENTER, 
Jackson,  MS,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Chatham,  Charles,  B.,  Jackson,  MS, 
$31,085.93,  UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED 
CENTER,  Jackson,  MS,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1985. 

Coleman.  James,  T.,  Jackson,  MS,  $24,915.54, 
UNIV  OP  MISSISSIPPI  MED  CENTER. 
Jackson,  MS,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Cornwall,  Howard,  A.,  Vicksburg,  MS, 
$31,567,76,  HARVARD  SCHOOL  OF 
DENTAL  MEDIQNE,  Boston.  MA. 

Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Dunn,  Frederic,  B.,  Gulfport,  MS,  $93,609.78, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Jackson,  Marcus,  K.,  Jackson,  MS,  $23,286.31, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1989. 

Long,  Robert,  E.,  Clarksdale,  MS,  $2,914.14, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry.  AUG,  1979. 

Ocampo,  Buddy,  Petal,  MS,  $36,470.16, 

UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED  CENTER, 
Jackson,  MS,  Dentistry,  MAR,  1986. 

Smith,  Ellison,  B.,  Jackson,  MS,  $24,103.34, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC. 
Dentistry.  AUG,  1989. 

Pharmacy 

Ratliff.  James,  H.,  Hattiesburg,  MS.  $3,394.29, 
XAVIER  UNIV  OF  LOUISIANA,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1983. 

Podiatry 

Lemoine,  Hennelore,  N.,  Cleveland,  MS, 
$55,428.14,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY.  1980. 

Missouri 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Barnes,  Marie,  R..  Jefferson  City,  MO, 
$19,044.08,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  DEC,  1986. 

Chavis,  Dion,  D.,  Columbia,  MO,  $4,959.98, 
UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-COLUMBIA, 
Columbia,  MO,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 

Gayton,  Samuel,  E.,  Stover,  MO,  $42,338.55, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton,  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Hardrict,  Ronald,  J.,  St.  Louis,  MO. 
$117,034.22,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1991. 

Higginbotham,  Bruce,  W.,  Saint  Peters,  MO, 
$44,844.51,  EAST  TENNESSEE  STATE 
UNIV,  Johnson  City,  TN,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JAN,  1985. 

Jimenez,  Fernando,  Columbia,  MO, 
$195,831.34,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
FEB,  1985. 

King  Jr.,  Edgar,  M.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$94,183.87,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 


Latimer.  Otis,  S.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$17,165.70,  WAYNE  STATE  UNIV.  Detroit. 
MI,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1983. 

Matthews,  Georgia,  E.,  Columbia,  MO. 
$4,251.17,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI- 
COLUMBIA,  Columbia,  MO,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Noor,  Sidt,  Y..  Festus,  MO,  $644.83,  RUSH 
UNIVERSITY,  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL,  1983. 

Phyfer,  Kath^,  A.,  Perryville,  MO, 
$121,674.93,  CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL. 
North  Qiicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine. 
JUN,  1986. 

Pitts,  Eric.  W..  Florissant,  MO,  $11,108.29, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Sanders,  Thomas,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$83,985.14,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE; 
Nashville.  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1987. 

Smith,  Danny,  Florissant,  MO,  $52,471.05, 
EAST  TENNESSEE  STATE  UNIV,  Johnson 
City,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Weils,  Lawrence,  St.  Louis,  MO,  $25,283.77, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1982. 

Chiropractic 

Bailey,  David.  W.,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
$50,634.17,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Bartholomew,  Brian,  Saint  Charles,  MO, 
$2,875.82,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO.  Chiropractic. 
DEC.  1990. 

Bedell,  Andrew,  D.,  Lebanon,  MO, 
$67,753.17,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1989. 

Borst,  Mitchell,  Ballwin,  MO,  $10,599.29, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Bowers.  George,  W.,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
$21,632.39,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic.  JUN,  1988. 

Boyer,  Arthur,  G.,  Festus,  MO,  $40,459.85, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1983. 

Brown,  Harry,  E.,  Independence,  MO, 
$45,363.28,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1985. 

Brown,  Dale,  A.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$89,813.54,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JUN,  1987. 

Caplan,  Richard,  A.,  Kansas  City,  MG, 
$18,733.93,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
AUG.  1986. 

Cohen,  Eric,  Crestwood,  MO,  $44,667.50, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Colby,  Susan,  E.,  St.  Louis,  MO,  $37,560.38, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Colley,  Rodney,  E.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$50,984.19,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1987, 

Danielle,  Larry,  Allendale,  MO,  $97,699.96, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 


Dareing,  Mark,  D.,  Liberty,  MO,  $21,622.85, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1982. 

Davis.  Floyd,  J.,  Kansas  City,  MO,  $48,060.19, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chin^ractic,  FEB,  1988. 

Eichman,  Laurence,  E.,  Kansas  City,  MO. 
$142,692.82,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO).  Kansas  City. 
MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Elliott,  Joseph,  E.,  Macon,  MO,  $68,140.57, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic.  JUN,  1984. 

Erwin,  Herbert,  F.,  St.  Louis,  MO,  $76,979.37, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Fulkerson,  Marc,  A.,  Liberty,  MO, 

$68,413.87,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO.  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1987. 

Gerard,  Jill.  D..  Fulton,  MO.  $21,622.90, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Gibson,  Stephen,  L..  Cape  Girardeau,  MO, 
$26,867.64,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic.  SEP,  1984. 

Gulla,  Kevin,  M.,  Lees  Summit,  MO, 
$10,473.23,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1989. 

Halley,  James,  E.,  Kansas  Qty,  MO, 
$110,309.14,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO).  Kansas  City. 
MO,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1988. 

Hansen,  Michael,  E.,  Manchester,  MO, 
$38,238.53,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Harness,  William,  E.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$17,425.70,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Gity,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1985. 

Herbst,  Stephen,  H.,  Winona,  MO, 

$41,594.70,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Hotz,  Michael,  K.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$99,815.38,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP.  1985. 

House,  Avis,  M.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$13,132.61,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1982. 

Johnston,  John,  D.,  Grandview,  MO, 
$77,547.92,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1988. 

Jones,  Richard,  H.,  Macon,  MO,  $67,215.03, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1985. 

Jordan,  Jeffrey,  E.,  Lawson,  MO,  $40,691.74, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1990. 

Kessinger  IV,  Andrew,  J.,  Mansfield,  MO. 
$50,311.99,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1986.  , 

Kline,  Ruth,  A.,  Raytown,  MO,  $39,078.74, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1983. 

Koris,  Kenneth,  L.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$71,434.56,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1987. 
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Krasowsky,  George,  Montgomery  Qty,  MO, 
$14,276.27,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Lyon,  Richard,  F.,  Hermitage,  MO, 

$55,838.33,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1983. 

McCuan,  Kathy,  A.,  Jackson,  MO,  $823.84, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1983. 
Miller,  Richard,  W.,  Valley  Park,  MO, 
$6,601.08,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Nean,  Linda,  K.,  Liberty,  MO,  $69,938.51, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1989. 
O’Leary,  Molly,  M.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$77,138.97,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1988. 

Peterson,  Michael,  S.,  Kansas  City.  MO, 
$5,420.37,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Pierre-Jerome,  Claude,  Manchester,  MO, 
$41,289.25,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Pinkham,  Scott,  B.,  Lake  St.  Louis,  MO, 
$36,665.91,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield.  MO, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Porter,  Robert,  A..  St.  Louis,  MO,  $34,255.23, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY, 

1986. 

Price,  Arthur.  R.,  Kansas  Qty,  MO, 
$120,443.84,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  CXG  (MO),  Kansas  City. 
MO,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 
Rahman-Setayesh,  Mall,  Wright  City,  MO, 
$61,545.50,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1989. 

Rice,  Sterling,  T.,  Kansas  Qty.  MO, 
$82,628.20,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic. 
MAY,  1985. 

Robertson.  Dana,  L.,  Columbia,  MO, 
$3,156.22,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield.  MO. 
(3iiropractic,  FEB,  1983. 

Scarcello,  Rocco, )..  Kansas  City.  MO, 
$31,238.73,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
AUG,  1987. 

Sirois  Jr.,  Bernard,  D.,  Saint  Charles.  MO, 
$15,452.23,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACna  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Smith,  Charles,  A.,  Kansas  Qty,  MO. 
$16,284.95,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
OCT.  1986. 

Steuber,  Virgil,  R.,  Springfield,  MO, 
$73,080.36,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1986. 

Swope.  Karl,  A.,  Rolla,  MO,  $89,700.87,  LOS 
ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 
Talley,  Michael.  S..  Belton,  MO,  $43,559.80, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 


L 


Taylor,  Linda,  G.,  Riverside,  MO,  $68,285.01, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  OCT.  1986. 
Taylor,  David,  G.,  Blue  Springs,  MO. 
$16,807.67,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic. 
JUL,  1985. 

Thomason,  Pat,  R.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$56,066.88,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
AUG.  1986. 

Tibbetts,  Mila,  A.,  Columbia,  MO, 

$38,670.52,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty.  MO,  Chiropractic, 
FEB,  1989. 

Tignor,  Jane,  M.,  Independence.  MO, 
$60,509.07,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
FEB,  1988. 

Towers,  Timothy,  J.,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
$13,030.45,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Vance,  William,  M.,  Sedalia,  MO.  $42,607.15, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  LA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 
Von  Levin,  Timothy,  R.,  Normandy,  MO, 
$10,604.17,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield.  MO, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1983. 

Warner,  Nathan,  G.,  Springfield,  MO, 
$35,885.72,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1990. 

Washington,  Joseph,  D.,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
$32,061.24,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1988. 

Weed.  Jimmy,  D..  Bridgeton,  MO,  $6,465.27, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 
Wene,  Gregory,  L,  Warrensburg,  MO, 
$52,721.39,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

White,  Michael,  M.,  Blue  Springs,  MO, 
$20,274.15,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1982. 

Wilson,  Eileen,  T.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$50,736.59,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
NOV,  1986. 

Wright,  Lynnea,  S.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$45,710.29,  CLEVEL,\ND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic. 
MAY,  1986. 

Youde,  Rehea,  L.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$53,571.39,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1987. 

Zorad,  Christine,  M.,  Independence,  MO, 
$47,640.18,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO.  Chiropractic, 
MAR,  1986. 

Dentistry 

Bacon,  Pamela,  M.,  Saint  Charles,  MO, 
$139,435.81,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Baker,  Charles,  F.,  St.  Louis,  MO.  $15,788.30, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St.  Louis.  MO, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Brockington,  Phillip,  M.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$55,650.07,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1985. 
Qark,  Evelyn,  B.,  Kansas  Qty,  MO, 
$72,801.88,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 


QTY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  APR, 
1988. 

Coleman  Jr.,  Emmett,  L.,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
$88,800.83,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  Wl,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1985. 
Crawford,  Oran,  Lynn,  Kansas  Qty,  MO, 
$58,644.10,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
QTY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  APR, 
1985. 

Dunn,  Marc,  T.,  Independence,  MO. 
$30,672.63,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1981. 

Eichenlaub,  Mark.  H..  Kansas  Qty,  MO, 
$357.36,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
QTY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1985. 

Eimers,  Jerry,  L.,  Maryville,  MO,  $40,252.32, 
UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS  QTY. 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Esswein,  John,  G.,  Perryville,  MO, 

$23,309.82,  UNIV  OF  MI.SSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  SEP. 
1984. 

Fobbs,  Michel,  Bridgeton,  MO,  $5,728.64, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Fowler,  Nita,  C.,  Florissant,  MO,  $17,034.87, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry.  MAY,  1980. 

Huq,  Zahra,  A.,  Chesterfield,  MO,  $2,650.03, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis.  MO, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 

Jackson,  Marguita,  D.,  Blue  Springs,  MO, 
$31,914.26,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
QTY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1987. 

Kollat,  Dana,  G.,  St.  Louis,  MO,  $34,507.00, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus. 
OH,  Dentistry,  FEB,  1988. 

Nelson,  Howard.  D.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$64,715.06,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
QTY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1986. 

Peterson,  Alan,  C.  St.  Louis,  MO,  $99,240.95, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Pierce,  Connie,  L.,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
$53,171.38,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
QTY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  JUN, 
1986. 

Pierce,  John,  P..  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  $2,902.08, 
UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS  QTY, 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  APR,  1982. 
Piper.  Richard,  A..  St.  Louis,  MO,  $58,092.54, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Rieck,  Paul,  G.,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  $10,251.49, 
UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS  QTY, 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Dentistry,  APR,  1983. 
Sladek,  Martin,  J.,  Ballwin,  MO,  $180,223.46, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Vorbeck,  Teresa,  M.,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
$127,174.40,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Wright,  Ronald,  L..  St.  Louis.  MO,  $2,320.27, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1989. 

Zinke,  Alan,  G.,  Springfield,  MO,  $28,939.40, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY,  Milwaukee. 
WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Health  Administration 
Cipriano,  Anthony.  W.,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
$36,545.84,  ST  LOUIS  UNIVERSITY.  St. 
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Louis,  MO,  Health  Administration,  MAY, 

1985. 

Harris,  Denise,  B..  St.  Louis,  MO,  $10,874.40, 
WASHINGTON  SCHOOL  OF  MEDICINE. 

St.  Louis,  MO.  Health  Administration. 
MAY.  1988. 

Jansson,  Susanne,  E.,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
$23,486.66,  WASHINGTON  SCHOOL  OF 
MEDIQNE,  St  Louis.  MO.  Health 
Administration.  MAY.  1986. 

Optometiy 

Allen,  Faye.  D..  Spanish  Lake,  MO, 
$115,125.91,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURl-ST 
LOUIS.  St.  Louis,  MO,  Optometry,  JUN, 

1986. 

Joyner,  Walter.  F.,  Kirksville,  MO, 

$34,745.21.  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Fullerton.  CA,  Optometry, 

,  JUN,  1981. 

Ladendecker,  Linda.  L..  Hillsboro,  MO, 
$3,647.28.  UNIV  OF  MlSSOURI-ST  LOUIS. 
St.  Louis,  MO,  Optometry,  MAY,  1986. 

Osteopathy 

Bell,  Barbara,  J..  Joplin,  MO,  $74,494.88, 
KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OF  OST  MED, 

Kiii^ille,  MO.  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1984. 

Childers,  Martin,  K.,  Columbia,  MO, 
$63,578.09,  CLG  OF  OST  MEDIQNE  OF 
THE  PACIFIC,  Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1990. 

Early,  Gary,  M.,  Kirksville,  MO.  $12,175.58, 
KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OF  OST  MED, 

Kirksville,  MO,  Osteopathy,  JUN.  1980. 

Gililland,  Terri,  Kiricsville,  MO,  $16,332.41, 
KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OF  OST  MED, 

Kirksville,  MO,  Osteopathy.  MAR,  1991. 

Seedorff,  Linda,  D.,  Lawson,  MO,  $63,154.80, 
UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SQENCES.  Kansas 
Qty,  MO,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 

Sengstacken,  Mark,  A.,  Jefferson  Qty.  MO. 
$209,776.63,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES.  Kansas  Qty.  MO,  Osteopathy, 
JUN.  1988. 

Simhachalam,  Morris,  N.,  Kansas  City.  MO, 
$36,031.74,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SQENCES, 
Kansas  City.  MO.  Osteopathy,  (No 
Separation  Date). 

Smith.  Gina.  M..  St.  Louis.  MO.  $135,226.71, 
UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Kansas 
City,  MO,  Osteopathy.  MAY,  1986. 

Snyder,  James,  Boonville,  MO,  $40,277.64, 
UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Kansas 
Qty.  MO.  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 

Turner,  Garry,  L..  Independence,  MO, 
$161,273.69,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Osteopathy, 
JUN.  1985. 

Vark.  Lawrence.  E.,  Springfield,  MO, 
$10,763.50,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  &  SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy, 
JUL,  1984. 

Phannacy 

Oris,  Gregory.  R.,  Sedalia.  MO,  $9,050.24,  ST 
LOUIS  CLG  OF  PHARMACY.  SL  Louis, 
MO,  Pharmacy.  MAY,  1987.  ^ 

Podiatry 

Green,  Gregory.  N..  St.  Louis,  MO, 
$33,026.38,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 
MAY.  1983. 

Jackson.  Howard,  F.,  St  Louis,  MO. 
$158,263.27.  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 


PODIATRIC  MED.  Qeveland.  OH. 

Podiatry.  MAY.  1983. 

Moore,  Rotert  M.,  St  Louis.  MO,  $51,893.49, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Williams,  Gary,  W.,  St.  Louis,  MO, 

$43,890.89,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Qeveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Montana 

Allopathic  Medicine 

McEwen,  Christopher,  C..  Kalispell,  MT, 
$11,770.59,  UNIV  OF  QNCINNATI. 
Cincirmati,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1984. 

Chiropractic 

Bartlett,  Richard.  W.,  Livingston,  MT, 
$41,871.57,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1987. 

Camptell,  Timothy,  J.,  Billings,  MT, 
$56,476.92,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Cronin.  Gary,  L.,  Whitefish,  MT,  $10,108.76, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland.  OR,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 
Failor,  Richard,  I.,  Missoula,  MT.  $9,392.17, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.JA,  Chirt^ractic,  MAR,  1985, 
Harrison.  Gordon,  E.,  Hardin,  MT, 

$10,607.36.  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1985. 

Johnson,  Carol.  A.,  Broadview,  MT, 
$66,528.14,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
OCT,  1984. 

Kaiser,  Robert,  L.,  Thompson  Falls,  MT, 
$49,130.00,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1984. 

Lavender,  Anthony,  G.,  Joliet,  MT, 
$91,080.22,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Owczarek,  Keith,  V..  Missoula,  MT. 
$39,417.59,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROTOACnC,  Bloomington.  MN, 
Chiropractic,  APR.  1985. 

Osteopathy 

Lovell,  Randy.  J.,  Thompson  Falls,  MT, 
$16,628.83,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES, 
Kansas  Qty.  MO.  Osteopathy,  JUL,  1984. 

Podiatry 

Daniels,  Jerry,  G.,  Butte,  MT.  $159,585.83, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1987, 
Huppert,  Gregory,  P.,  Billings.  MT, 
$14,352.20,  CAUFOIWIA  QjG  OF  POD 
MED.  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 
1986. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Dierking,  Douglas,  C.,  Alberton,  MT, 
$24,461.07.  UNIV  OF  MINNESOTA, 
Minneapolis.  MN,  Veterinary  Medicine, 
JUL,  1984. 

Nebraska 


Allopathic  Medicine 
Corbett,  Timothy,  W.,  Bellevue,  NE, 
$107,795.20.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN.  Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY. 
1984. 

Gee,  Terry.  P.,  Bellevue.  NE,  $4,533.69,  UNIV 
OF  NEBRASKA  MED  CENTER,  Omaha. 

NE,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1991. 
Kolbeck  England.  Jan,  Omaha,  NE. 

$29,612.73,  EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta. 
GA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1982. 

Chiropractic 

Anderson,  Wayne,  B.,  Omaha,  NE, 

$17,549.17,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic.  SEP,  1982. 

Deal,  Steven,  L.,  Lincoln,  NE,  $1,789.41, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  LA,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1985. 
Mayes,  Rickey,  D.,  Norfolk,  NE.  $25,897.86, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1982. 
Wall,  Homer,  G.,  Lincoln,  NE,  $10,967.23, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 
Wurth,  Mark.  G..  Omaha.  NE.  $65,256.52, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic.  AUG,  1983. 

Dentistry 

Henley,  Kenneth,  E.,  Omaha,  NE,  $11,214.41, 
CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE  SCHOOL. 
Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Kerns,  Steven,  G.,  Lincoln,  NE,  $16,836.73, 
UNIV  OF  NEBRASKA  MED  CENTER. 
Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Odom,  James,  E.,  Wakefield,  NE.  $35,855.51, 
MEDICAL  UNIV  OF  SOUTH  CAROLINA. 
Charleston,  SC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 
Pinkham,  Jimmie,  L.,  Omaha,  NE,  $27,426.96, 
CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE  SCHOOL, 
Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Rensch,  Michael,  A.,  Omaha,  NE,  $20,063.14, 
CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE  SCHOOL. 
Omaha.  NE,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Osteopathy 

Schultz,  Cynthia,  M..  Fullerton,  NE, 
$70,032.40,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines.  lA. 
Osteopathy.  JUN,  1986. 

Podiatry 

Dyer,  William,  D.,  Lincoln,  NE,  $100,829.36, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1985. 
Thornton,  Martha,  F.,  Lincoln,  NE, 
$121,011.10,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Des  Moines,  lA, 
Podiatry.  JUL,  1987. 

Nevada 

Allopathic  Medicine 
Bradley,  Bruce,  S.,  Las  Vegas,  NV. 
$18,239.19,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV. 
Dayton,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

Degemes,  Daniel,  J.,  Sparks,  NV,  $16,065.08, 
UNIV  OF  NEVADA-RENO,  Reno.  NV. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY,  1990. 

Leaks,  Joan,  S.,  Las  Vegas.  NV,  $9,475.96, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton.  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1982. 
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Manchester,  Kevin,  E.,  Reno,  NV,  $19,505.33, 
UNIV  OF  NEVADA-RENO,  Reno,  NV, 
Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY,  1989. 

Martin,  Leona,  M.,  Las  Vegas,  NV, 

$135,777.65,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC, 
1986. 

¥ 

Chiropractic 

Abboud,  William,  H.,  Henderson,  NV, 
$1,310.15,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Akin.  Kathy,  L.,  Las  Vegas,  NV,  $22,366.49, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Lombard,  IL, 

Chiropractic.  MAY,  1986. 

Church,  Jeffrey,  S.,  Las  Vegas,  NV, 

$62,424.59,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Evans,  ^nald.  A.,  Las  Vegas,  NV, 

$96,786.31,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles.  CA,  Chiropractic. 
APR.  1986, 

Hansen,  Kris,  T.,  Las  Vegas.  NV,  $52,678.20, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN, 
1989. 

Henderson,  Donald.  L.,  Bunkerville,  NV, 
$28,548.77,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Hults,  Ivagene,  P.,  Las  Vegas,  NV,  $61,693.45, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Jensen,  Jonathan,  Mesquite,  NV,  $40,500.19, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Pilkington,  Charles,  R.,  Incline  Village,  NV, 
$16,835.99,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Smith,  Dale,  M.,  Las  Vegas,  NV,  $77,099.77, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE- WEST. 

San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Somerville,  Laurie,"^  A.,  Reno,  NV,  $6,610.98, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Sykes,  Steven,  G.,  Stateline,  NV,  $33,956.93, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN.  1987. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Weir,  Dianna. Las  Vegas,  NV,  $62,965.92, 
CAUFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY., 

Fresno,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN, 

1987, 

Dentistry 

Edwards,  Gregory,  C..  Las  Vegas,  NV, 
$51,697.82,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Goodrich,  Allyn,  P.,  Ely,  NV,  $6,689.66, 
BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF  DENTISTRY. 
Dallas,  TX,  Dentistry.  APR,  1988. 

Turner.  Lee,  R.,  Las  Vegas,  NV,  $3,699.22, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC,  San  Francisco, 

CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

Osteopathy 

Connelly,  Chris,  F.,  Las  Vegas,  NV,  $2,488.03, 
PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1981. 

Oksenholt,  Lorrie,  M.,  Sparks,  NV, 
$25,077.66,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SQENCES. 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 


Podiatry 

Gark,  Christine,  C.,  Las  Vegas,  NV, 
$131,836.19,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1983. 

Thurston,  Glen,  D..  Reno,  NV,  $4,839.39, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry.  FEB,  1988. 

New  Hampshire 
Allopathic  Medicine 

Burke,  Kenneth,  P.,  Merrimack,  NH. 
$80,451.40,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC.  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN.  1986. 

Percival,  Marjorie.  C,  New  Boston,  NH, 
$3,500.02,  DARTMOUTH  COLLEGE  MED 
SCH,  Hanover,  NH,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1986. 

Chiropractic 

Long  Jr.,  George,  E.,  Portsmouth,  NH, 
$20,181.53,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1984. 

Pratt,  Edward.  P.,  Bristol,  NH.  $42,133.14, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA.  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Dentistry 

Barrows,  Joni,  B.,  Newmarket,  NH. 
$187,825.97.  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1987. 

Caron,  Roderic,  C.,  Manchester,  NH, 
$78,367.48,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston. 
MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Optometry 

Lemoine,  Wendy,  R.,  Derry,  NH.  $9,518.64, 
NEW  ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston.  MA.  Optometry, 
MAY.  1988. 

Veferinojy  Medicine 
Anderson,  Mark,  R.,  Contoocook,  NH, 
$833.76,  CORNELL  UNIV  {N.Y.  STATE 
COLLEGE),  Ithaca,  NY,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Stone,  David,  B..  Gilford.  NH,  $30,527.55, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA, 
Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY.  1988. 

New  Jersey 
Allopathic  Medicine 

Aikman,  Noelle,  M.,  Point  Pleasant.  NJ. 
$15,862.48,  UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF 
NJ— MEDICAL.  Newark.  NJ.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Bocage,  Jean,  Phillipe,  Piscataway,  NJ, 
$9,886.85,  UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— 
MEDICAL.  Newark.  NJ.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Brown,  James,  E.,  East  Orange,  NJ, 
$32,162.49,  UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF 
NJ — MEDICAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Clarke,  Althea,  B.,  Edison,  NJ,  $27,651.76, 
SUNY  AT  STONY  BROOK.  Stony  Brook, 
NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 
Daniel,  Felton,  J.,  Union  Gty,  NJ,  $22,129.97, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  GEORGIA, 
Augusta,  GA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1986. 

Davis,  Kuyann,  A.,  Englishtown,  NJ, 
$19,837.91,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 


Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1984. 

De  Vastey,  Gerard,  East  Orange,  NJ, 

$8,892.09,  UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— 
MEDICAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Frazier,  Judith,  A.,  Montclair.  NJ,  $6,554.18, 
UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark.  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC, 

1986. 

Grossman,  Shulamit,  R.,  Alpine,  NJ, 
$77,149.08,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  PA  , 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUL,  1986. 

Harris,  Hazel,  P.,  Irvington,  NJ,  $4,439.37, 
UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1981. 

Hayden,  Gina,  M.,  Mount  Holly,  NJ. 
$27,636.48,  UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF 
NJ— MEDICAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL.  1987. 

Hepburn,  Valerie,  J.,  Montclair,  NJ, 
$59,625.10,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1983. 

Hill.  Melvin.  N.,  Hazlet,  NJ.  $60,202.36, 

UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL. 

1986. 

Johnson,  Kevin,  D.,  Hackensack,  NJ, 
$37,720.96,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1989. 

Jones,  William,  B.,  Englewood,  NJ, 

$83,694.82,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine. 
MAY.  1987. 

Kosmach,  Karlene,  M.,  Cherry  Hill,  NJ, 
$18,263.33,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  PA.. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUL.  1986. 

Laflore,  John,  E.,  Cedar  Knolls,  NJ, 
$73,940.93,  RUSH  UNIVERSITY,  Chicago. 
IL.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Lemer,  David,  A.,  Highland  Park.  NJ, 
$173,976.65,  GEORGE  WASHINGTON 
UNIV,  Washington,  DC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Melendez,  Grace,  Perth  Amboy,  NJ, 

$8,311.63,  UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— 
MEDICAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic 
Medicine.  MAY,  1989. 

Metcalff,  Edmund,  K.,  Bridgewater,  NJ. 
$23,169.28,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  DEC,  1988. 

Moff,  Salvatore.  Mich,  Manasquan,  NJ, 
$101,664.96,  GEORGETOWN 
UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Moore,  Lomold,  W.,  Newark,  NJ,  $57,079.00, 
UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987, 

Murray,  Carolyn,  I.,  Montclair,  NJ,  $2,127.86. 
UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark.  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987. 

Oliverio,  Robert,  R.,  Morristown,  NJ,  $590.51 . 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE. 
Baltimore,  MD,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY.  1990. 

Patel,  Harish,  P.,  Belleville,  NJ,  $10,773.63, 
UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  .Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1990. 
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Ramos.  Joel.  Beltevilie,  Nj.  $129,472.91. 
UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL  CARIBE. 
Bayaroon,  PR.  Allopathic  Medicine.  )UN. 
1967. 

Rashduni.  David.  H..  Clifton.  NJ.  $4,193.73. 
UNIV  OF  MED  k  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark.  N|.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1964. 

Reed,  Timothy.  B..  Somerset,  N),  $43,749.36. 

'  UNIV  OF  MED  k  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL, 
Newark,  NJ.  Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP, 
1987. 

Roberts.  Barbara.  T..  Marlton,  NJ.  $21,245.69, 
HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND  HOSP  OF 
PHILA,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Shukla,  Varsha,  B..  Wayne,  NJ,  $10,440.50, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG,  1983. 

Smalls.  Linda.  Y.,  Leonia,  NJ,  $9,699.85, 

UNIV  OF  MED  k  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN. 
1983. 

Smith.  George,  E.,  Woodbridge.  NJ. 
$158,623.60,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG 
AND  HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR,  1986. 

Torres,  Jose,  A.,  Clifton.  NJ,  $111,400.92, 
UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL  CARIBE. 
Bayamon,  PR.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987. 

Tripp,  Lee.  A..  Classboro,  NJ,  $20,625.67, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Tsarouhas,  Louis,  Mercerville,  NJ.  $1,536.66, 
UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1987. 

Tuke,  Moses,  O.,  Fanwood,  NJ,  $50,913.29, 
THOMAS  JEFFERSON  MED1C.^L 
COLLEGE,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1983. 

Vargas,  Irma,  M.,  Belleville,  NJ,  $71,746.71, 
UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL  CARIBE. 
Bayamon.  PR,  Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY, 

1988. 

Verdell.  Clarence.  R.,  Kirkwood,  NJ, 
$37,102.50.  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  NOV,  1986. 

Wilson.  Cornelius,  A.,  Newark,  NJ.  $6,739.36, 
UNIV  OF  MED  k  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark.  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1988. 

Chimpractic 

Allen.  Richard,  L..  Morristown,  NJ, 
$88,720.28,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  G A, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Belden,  Devin,  A.,  Princeton,  NJ.  $92,783.95, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC, 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  MAY.  1984. 
Betro,  Barbara,  A.,  Jersey  City,  NJ, 

$41,527.11,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1987. 

Bolinger,  Mark,  A.,  HaddonHeld,  NJ, 
$74,521.25,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1987. 

Bomstein,  Mark,  L.,  Edison,  NJ,  $85,491.88, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1963. 

Coigin,  James,  E.,  Rockaway,  NJ,  $9,553.79, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1966. 


Conley,  John.  C.,  Middletown,  NJ, 

$25,506.63,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC  Davenport,  lA. 

*  Chiropractic.  APR,  1984. 

Comely.  Michael,  P..  Merchantville,  NJ. 
$56,507.19.  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1967. 
Cunningham-Zulovitz,  Towaco,  NJ, 

$66,424.66,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

D’Angelantonio,  Julius,  M.,  Williamstown, 

NJ,  $93,416.90,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic.  JUN,  1985. 

Dunlap,  Mary,  Bayonne,  NJ.  $59,807.85,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic. 

DEC  1986. 

Eisen,  Susan.  R.,  Parsippany,  NJ.  $34,046.99, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic.  DEC,  1984. 

Elia,  Harry,  R.,  Hillsdale,  NJ,  $15,671.84, 

NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls.  NY,  Chiropractic,  MAY, 

1983. 

Ellington,  Geoffrey,  C.,  Salem,  NJ, 

$43,753.07,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  DEC.  1987. 

Feathers,  Kathryn,  D.,  Maplewood,  NJ, 
$29,721.24,  SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Fogarty,  Michael,  G.,  Margate  City,  NJ, 
$26,422.96,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Gearity,  Katherine,  A..  Maplewood.  NJ. 
$55,531.68,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE.  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic. 
APR.  1987. 

Gloshinski,  Laura,  E..  High  Bridge,  NJ, 
$46,177.93,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Goldstein,  Debora,  M.,  Morristown,  NJ, 
$41,371.11.  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
MAR.  1988. 

Hart,  Regina,  E..  Morristown,  NJ,  $7,435.48, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City.  MO.  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 
Hassiotti,  Leone,  L.,  Westwood,  NJ, 
$54,024.33,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1987. 

Hermida,  Mario,  D.,  Bergenfield,  NJ. 
$25,854.27,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1990. 

Hoffman.  Wayne.  A.,  Garfield,  NJ, 

$24,543.91,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic.  JAN,  1988. 

Howe,  John,  B.,  Haskell.  NJ,  $18,958.16,  NEW 
YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE.  Seneca 
Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Kane.  Richard,  A..  Somerset,  NJ,  $110,267.29, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls.  NY,  Chiropractic,  MAY, 

1985. 

Koslov,  Gleb,  M..  Ringwood.  NJ,  $78,012.42, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Seneca  Falls,  NY.  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 
Luongo,  Mary,  Ann,  Bayonne,  NJ,  $12,931.32, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 
Maresca,  James.  F.,  Mercerville,  NJ, 
$52,330.92,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 


COLLEGE.  Seneca  Falls,  NY.  Chiropractic 
JAN.  1985. 

Marks,  John,  M.,  East  Keansburg,  NJ, 

$7,926.83,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN.  1985. 

McDermott.  Gregory,  P.,  Fair  Haven,  NJ, 
$28,367.07,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Morrow,  Lu,  A..  Marlton,  NJ,  $39,499.52, 

NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Seneca  Falls,  NY.  Chiropractic.  DEC,  1968 
Murphy,  Richard,  N.,  Hackensack,  NJ, 
$100,248.59,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic. 
DEC,  1986. 

Neuner,  John,  S.,  Port  Republic,  NJ, 
$31,577.34,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic. 
APR.  1986. 

Newton,  Laurence.  D..  Marlton,  NJ. 
$54,027.46.  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL.  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1987. 

Orlikowski,  Jeffrey,  P.,  North  Bergen,  NJ, 
$21,760.99,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 

Parks,  Kevin,  L.,  Wall,  NJ,  $11,511.83, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL.  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 
Pepitone,  Frank.  V.,  Paramus,  NJ,  $49,978.64, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 
Pilot,  Kathleen,  M.,  Fair  Haven,  NJ,  $238.37, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP.  1966. 

Romanski,  Michael,  M..  Wall.  NJ.  $25,483.78. 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  CA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Ronan,  Patrick,  M.,  Bloomfield,  NJ, 
$56,392.18,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Ross,  Kimberley.  A..  Ringwood,  NJ. 
$79,048.24.  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chirbpractic 
APR,  1987. 

l^uane,  Joseph,  J.,  Little  Silver,  NJ, 

$28,687.85,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic.  JAN,  1983. 

Russell,  Robert.  J.,  Blackwood.  NJ.  $6,822.91, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR.  1989. 

Siegel,  Roy,  F.,  Three  Bridges,  NJ,  $69,202.45, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO.  Chiropractic,  M.^Y, 

1987. 

Snyder.  Richard.  K.,  Bridgewater,  NJ. 
$28,894.11,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Tumas,  Mary,  D.,  Brick.  NJ.  $62,278.00,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA.  Chiropractic,  JUL, 
1986. 

Tumas,  John,  J.,  Bay  Head,  NJ,  $41,048.67, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Viggiano,  Christopher.  M.,  Long  Valley,  NJ, 
$66,594.31,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1988. 

Weimmen,  Frederick,  J.,  Toms  River,  NJ. 
$22,896.36,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Werrell,  Sandra.  M.,  Mount  Laurel,  NJ, 
$28,244.01,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
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CHIROPRATIC,  LofDbuFd,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
AUG,  19S5. 

Woods,  E)oIore8,  East  Orange,  N|,  $13,455.24, 
LIFE  OOILEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1991. 

Ziminrt,  DougUis, }.,  Shrew^ury,  N], 
$73,502.06,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Clinical  Psychology 

fones,  Patricia,  T.,  Teaneck,  NJ,  $19,434.83, 
YESHIVA  UNIV,  New  York,  NY,  CUnicai 
Psychology,  JUN,  1988. 

Dentistry 

Browning,  Lois.  E.,  Ciennenton.  NJ. 

$33,932.95.  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelpt^,  PA,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1985. 
Bussow,  Michael,  D.,  Hackensack,  NJ. 
$2,778.52.  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— 
DENTAL.  Newark.  NJ.  Dentistry.  MAY. 
1991. 

Caruso,  Edmund.  M.,  Branchburg,  NJ, 
$37,205.14,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF 
NJ — DENTAL.  Newark.  NJ.  Dentistry, 

MAY,  1986.  ^ 

Celentano-Steidl,  Donna,  M.,  Stillwater,  NJ, 
$57,191.27,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF 
NJ— DENTAL,  Newark.  NJ.  Dentistry. 

MAY.  1987, 

Correa,  Louisa,  F.,  Paramus,  NJ,  $5,336.37. 
GEORCTTOWN  UNIVERSITY. 

Washington.  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 
Creecy,  Ronald,  K.,  Moorestown.  NJ, 
$14,820.42,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 
Devaris,  HelMia.  Fair  Lawn,  NJ,  $15,666.56, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY,  New  York,  NY. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1982. 

Dull,  John,  W..  Bloomheld.  NJ,  $17,522.76, 

■  CEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 
Ernst,  David,  J.,  East  Windsor,  NJ,  $14,731.64, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY.  New  York.  NY. 
Dentistry.  JUN,  1986. 

Graham,  William,  R.,  Hadrensack,  NJ. 
$1,694.94.  FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON  UNIV, 
Rutherford,  NJ,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1985. 

Jeffrey  111,  Arthur,  M.,  Freehold,  NJ, 
$12,083.39,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY.  1987. 
lohnson,  Steven,  B.,  Piscataway,  NJ, 
$17,690.52,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY, 
New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN.  1982. 
Langford.  Cynthia,  M..  Irvington.  NJ, 
$148,026.83,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  DEC.  1988. 
McDonou^,  Lawrence,  P..  Rumson,  NJ, 
$91,809.10.  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY. 
New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 
McTeman,  Roy,  J.,  Clifton.  NJ,  $53,402.64, 
FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON  UNIV. 
Rutherford,  NJ,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Newman,  Michael,  J.,  South  Amboy,  NJ, 
$17,646.97.  FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON 
UNIV,  Rutherford,  NJ,  Dentistry,  NOV, 
1984. 

Newsome,  Dorita,  Orange,  NJ,  $31,935.33, 
UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— DENTAL. 
Newark.  NJ,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1963. 

Noreika,  Kevin.  Wanaque,  NJ,  $27,613.53, 
FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON  UNIV, 
Rutherford.  NJ,  Dentistry.  JUN.  1983. 
Pattendien.  Sharon,  J.,  Fort  Lee,  NJ, 
$124,198.80.  FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON 
UNIV,  Rutherford.  NJ,  Dentistry,  JUN, 
1987. 


Puckett,  Wenda,  F..  Jersey  Qty,  NJ, 

$20,174.24,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1980. 
Ramiret,  Nydia,  Dumont,  NJ,  $118,272.18, 
FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON  UNIV, 

Rutherford,  NJ,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 
Reardon,  Michad,  J.,  Summit,  NJ,  $75,191.72, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Seides,  Richard,  Montclair.  NJ,  $22,705.05. 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Dentishy.  JUN.  1985. 
Sherman,  Lynn.  P..  Bamegat,  NJ, 

$138,688.66,  UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Sherzai,  Roshana,  Hackensack,  NJ,  $3,783.85, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington.  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 
Stuart,  William,  J.,  New  Milford,  NJ, 
$32,649.92,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF 
NJ — DENTAL.  Newark.  NJ,  Dentistry, 

MAY.  1985. 

Tobias.  Joanne.  S..  Fair  Lawn.  NJ.  $94,154.49, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA, 
Dentistry,  JAN,  1983. 

Turpen,  Marina,  Absecon,  NJ.  $52,553.19, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston,  MA. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Ugwuneri,  Zephaniah,  N..  Somerset,  NJ. 
$5,472.35,  BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF 
DENTISTRY.  Dallas.  TX,  DenUstiy,  MAR. 

1987. 

Victor,  Richard,  J.,  Morganville.  NJ, 
$10,384.81,  NORTHWESTERN  UNIV. 
Chicago,  IL,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Williams,  Carolyn,  W.,  Lakehurst,  NJ. 
$195,788.26,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Wilson,  Orin.  M.,  Lakewood,  NJ.  $12,034.29, 
UNIV  OF  MED  8r  DENT  OF  NJ— DENTAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Dentistry,  JUN.  1984. 

Zouak,  Larbi,  Tenafly,  NJ,  $82,443.24. 
FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON  UNIV. 

Rutherford,  NJ.  Dentistry.  MAY,  1988. 

Optometry 

Moosavi,  Syed.  M..  Toms  River,  NJ, 
$15,298.16,  NORTHEASTERN  STATE 
UNIV,  Tahlequah,  OK.  Optometry,  AUG. 

1988. 

Osteopathy 

Claire,  James,  F..  Voorhees,  NJ.  $167,997.47, 
UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— NJ  OST 
MED,  Newark,  NJ.  Osteopathy,  jufj,  1986. 
Crecca,  Joseph,  F.,  Little  Egg  Harhor,  NJ, 
$110,030  02,  USrV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA, 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1984. 

Goldstein,  David,  W.,  Cherry  Hill.  NJ. 
$35,604.80.  UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES. 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1989. 
Kelly,  Robert,  B.,  Old  Bridge,  NJ,  $52,128.09, 
UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— NJ  OST 
MED,  Newark.  NJ,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1986. 

Pharmacy 

Ahmed,  Azza,  F.,  Bloomfield,  NJ,  $12,090.98, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY.  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy,  OCT,  1988. 

Akunne,  Festus,  O..  Jersey  City.  NJ. 
$17,216.31.  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY, 
Greenvale,  NY.  Phaimacy.  JUN.  1989. 

Aly,  Navein.  A..  Bfoomfield,  NJ,  $11,490.39, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY.  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy.  FEB.  1987. 


Bennett,  Elizabeth, C,  Teaneck,  NJ. 

$14,464.49,  MERCER  UNIVERSITY. 

Atlanta,  GA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1986. 

Eruchie,  Anthonia,  O.,  East  Orange.  NJ, 
$22,240.27,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY. 
Greenvale,  NY,  Pharmacy.  JUN,  1986. 
Jenewari,  Elsie,  N.,  Sewell,  NJ,  $8,542.01, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY,  Omaha.  NE, 
Pharmacy,  AUG,  1983. 

McCarty,  Scott.  G.  Atco,  NJ.  $2  JfS3«6, 
PHILADELPHIA  CLG  OF  PHARM  SQ. 
Philadelphia.  PA.  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1989. 
Onyekaba,  Ebere,  N.,  East  Onuige,  NL 
$21,455.15,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY. 
Greenvale,  NY,  Pharmacy ,  JUN.  1986. 
Portnoy,  Michael.  A.,  Marlton.  NJ.  $5,416.13. 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY.  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Pharmacy,  JUN.  1984. 

Zaidi,  Syed,  M.,  Paramus.  NJ.  $21,696.74. 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY,  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy,  DEC.  1966. 

Podiatry 

Bailey,  Cynthia,  Montclair,  NJ,  $122,658.66, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 

New  York.  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 

Benson,  David,  M.,  Edison,  NJ,  $57,159.13. 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry.  JAN,  1987 
Breggar,  Michael,  M.,  Cherry  Hill,  NJ. 

$1 1 1 ,646.39.  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Podiatry.  JUN,  1981. 

Brightman,  Victoria,  1..  South  Hackensack. 

NJ,  $176,213.13,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUL.  1986. 

Brooks,  Michena,  L..  Jersey  City.  NJ. 
$127,363.38,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Chatmon,  Deirdre,  Bridgeton.  NJ.  $41,991.08. 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry.  JUN.  1990. 
Costanzo  Jr..  Anthony.  J.,  Point  Pleasant 
Beach.  NJ.  $112,211.03.  NEW  YORK  CLG 
OF  PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York.  NY. 
Podiatry.  JUL,  1987. 

Geary,  Robert.  J..  Seaside  Park,  NJ. 

$85,471.00,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 

Gussman,  Michel,  S..  Waterford,  NJ. 
$143,595.49.  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN.  1989. 

Hegartv,  James.  R..  Cliffside,  NJ,  $83,608.34. 
DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago.  IL,  Podiatry,  M.4Y,  1980. 

Mangel.  Warren.  B..  Camden,  NJ. 
$120,782.67.  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN.  1983. 

McAllister,  Joseph,  F.,  Hoboken,  NJ, 
$159,209.08,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry.  JUN.  1988. 

Meininger,  Kathryn,  L.,  Collingswood,  NJ. 
$57,815.37.  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  . 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Podiatry,  JUL,  1985. 

Oliver,  John,  A..  Edison.  NJ,  $144,846.04. 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York.  NY,  Podiatry.  JUN.  1988. 

Paul,  Steven,  L.,  Elizabeth,  NJ,  $146,185.13, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry.  JUN,  1986. 
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Potter,  James,  A.,  Camden,  N),  $61,405.08, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC 
MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Podiatry,  JUL, 

1984. 

Purvis,  Chris,  A..  Sicklerville,  N],  $14,200.35, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC 
MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 

1988. 

Richardson,  James,  M.,  Hackensack,  NJ, 
$50,807,04,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York,  NY, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Schiettino,  David,  North  Bergen,  NJ, 
$92,160.81,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Tachibana,  Hidetoshi,  J..  New  Providence. 

NJ.  $95,219.25,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York.  NY, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1982. 

Testa,  Jack.  Union  City.  NJ,  $28,171.08,  NEW 
YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED.  New 
York.  NY.  Podiatry,  JUN.  1984. 

Tortoriello,  Michael,  J.,  Montclair,  NJ. 
$24,619.15,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1983. 

Turner,  Demi,  M.,  Newark,  NJ,  $134,518.06, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Urbanek,  Michelle,  M.,  Flemington,  NJ, 
$48,481.97,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Public  Health 

Chukwuneke,  Bernard,  Linden,  NJ, 

$4,376.25,  COLUMBIA  UNIV,  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  New  York,  NY,  Public  Health, 
MAY.  1988. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Benzel,  Heidi,  A.,  Long  Branch,  NJ, 

$1,418.18,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI- 
COLUMBIA,  Columbia,  MO,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Porter,  Gina,  M.,  West  Orange,  NJ, 

$52,131.63,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

New  Mexico 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Sanchez,  Ishmael,  B.,  La  Luz,  NM, 
$35,601.82,  UNIV  OF  NEW  MEXICO, 
Albuquerque,  NM,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1984. 

Stephens,  Gregory,  Gallup,  NM,  $5,203.86, 
LOYOLA  UNIV— STRITCH  SCH  OF  MED. 
Maywood,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1988. 

Chiropractic 

Adams,  Elaine,  A.,  Rio  Rancho,  NM, 
$43,655.24,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1989. 

Cicala,  Carmine,  J.,  Albuquerque,  NM, 
$75,016.16,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Elkins,  Kelley,  G.,  Las  Cruces,  NM, 
$18,222.59,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1986. 

Estes,  Charles,  J.,  Albuquerque,  NM, 
$12,105.71,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Nelson.  Christopher.  G.,  Albuquerque,  NM, 
$109,240.65,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Schoos,  Robert,  J.,  Rio  Rancho,  NM, 
$21,607.13,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  MAY,  1982. 

Uttaro,  Louis,  T.,  Grants,  NM,  $19,413.82, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenp>ort,  lA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 
Willey,  Karyn,  L.,  High  Rolls  Mountain,  NM, 
$1,863.63,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL.  Chiropractic, 
FEB.  1986. 

Dentistry 

Kunz,  Frederick,  W.,  Alamogordo,  NM, 
$8,347.93,  LOUISIANA  STATE  UNIV  MC- 
NEW  ORLEANS.  New  Orleans,  LA, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Perez,  Pedro,  Tierra  Amarilla,  NM, 
$22,711.98,  CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE 
SCHOOL,  Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  JUN. 

1986. 

Tilson,  Charles,  E.,  Albuquerque,  NM. 
$83,999.16,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Health  Administration 
Jones,  Terence,  L.,  Albuquerque,  NM, 
$47,897.88,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Health 
Administration,  MAY,  1986. 

Optometry 

Wogksch,  David,  C.,  Santa  Fe,  NM, 
$17,243.44,  PENNSYLVANIA  COLLEGE 
‘  OF  OPTOMETRY.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Optometry,  MAY,  1980. 

Osteopathy 

Abalos,  Jorge,  Artesia,  NM,  $16,704.31. 
TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED,  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1989. 
Crutcher,  Timothy,  J.,  Santa  Fe,  NM, 
$42,745.45,  SOUTHEASTERN  COLLEGE 
OF  OST.  MED.,  N.  Miami  Beach.  FL, 
Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 

Parks,  Norman,  G.,  Albuquerque,  NM, 
$15,530.92,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV.  East 
Lansing,  MI,  Osteopathy,  JUL,  1987. 

Podiatry 

Carpenter,  Samuel,  C.,  Farmington.  NM. 
$69,419.59,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUL, 
1984. 

Hughes,  Marilyn,  G.,  Albuquerque,  NM, 
$62,250.47,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 
Podiatry,  MAY,  1985. 

Roth,  Jeffrey,  A.,  Alamogordo,  NM, 
$179,701.90,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA. 
Podiatry.  AUG,  1988. 

New  York 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Alfalla,  Celia,  Bronx,  NY.  $28,730.50, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Austin,  Scott.  M.,  Freeport,  NY,  $10,210.43, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY.  Omaha.  NE. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 


Balthazar,  Carline,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $29,614  96, 
NEW  YORK  MED  COLLEGE,  Valhalla,  NY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN,  1984. 

Baptist,  Maze),  M.,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $10,539.97 
DARTMOUTH  COLLEGE  MED  SCH, 
Hanover,  NH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1989. 

Battle,  Gordon,  J.,  New  York,  NY,  $5,544.47, 
MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF  HUMAN  MED. 

East  Lansing,  MI,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

DEC,  1987. 

Bourne,  Jeanette,  L,  Riverdale,  NY, 

$4,583.65,  UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS, 
Worcester,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1987, 

Brown,  Frank,  A.,  Buffalo,  NY,  $209.03, 

UNIV  OF  WISCONSIN,  Madison.  Wl, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Bryant  Jr.,  Edward,  O.,  Yonkers,  NY, 
$131,727.97,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP. 

1987. 

Buonaspina,  Arthur,  Floral  Park.  NY, 
$14,428.94,  SUNY  HEALTH  SCIENCE 
CENTER  BROOKLYN.  Brooklyn.  NY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Burrowes,  Wayne,  R.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$7,300.51,  SUNY  HEALTH  SCIENCE 
CENTER.  Syracuse,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Burrowes,  Celio,  O.,  Brooklyn,  NY. 

$74,875.16.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville.  TN.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1982. 

Calderon,  Jose,  Luis,  Brooklyn,  NY. 

$1,990.55,  HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH. 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1982. 

Case,  Phillip,  L,  New  York,  NY.  $3,448.65, 
UNIV  OF  NORTH  DAKOTA.  Grand  Forks. 
ND,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 
Chun,  Jay,  Y.,  New  York,  NY,  $5,524.26, 

UNIV  OF  ROCHESTER.  Rochester.  NY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Clarke,  Elaine,  D.,  Croton-on-Hudson,  NY, 
$29,924.28,  UNIV  OF  aNONNATI. 
Cincinnati,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1985. 

Cohen,  Steven,  E.,  Belle  Harbor,  NY, 
$108,553.79,  NEW  YORK  MED  COLLEGE, 
Valhalla,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN. 

1990. 

Conrad,  Matthew,  H.,  APO  New  York,  NY, 
$6,116.00,  DARTMOUTH  COLLEGE  MED 
SCH,  Hanover,  NH,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1987. 

Crevecdeur,  Harry,  F.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$4,278.92,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

Damico,  James,  M.,  Port  Jefferson,  NY, 
$95,383.47,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Allopathic  Medicine,  OCT, 

1987. 

Davenport,  Lorenzo,  N.,  Amityville,  NY. 
$68,692.03,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Phifadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1985. 

Dean,  Gregory,  E.,  New  York,  NY,  $53,526.76, 
COLUMBIA  UNIV,  HEALTH  SQENCES. 
New  York,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1988. 

Denoto  III,  George,  Commack,  NY.  $5,451.07, 
SUNY  AT  STONY  BROOK.  Stony  Brook. 
NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1990. 

Diaz,  Fred,  Riverdale.  NY,  $37,434.08, 
ALBERT  EINSTEIN  COLLEGE  OF 


Federal  Register  /  VoL  58.  No.  166  /  Moaday,  August  30,  1993  /  Notices 


45707 


MEDiaNE,  Braox,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Dotson,  Tanya,  J.,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $27,484.48, 
MOREHOUSE  OOLLEGE,  Atlanta.  GA. 
Allopathk  Medicine,  fUL,  1986. 

Duncan,  Carl, New  York,  NY,  $85,857.07, 
MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE,  Atlanta,  GA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Elzey,  Leonard,  D.,  Mount  Vernon,  NY, 
$135,374.39,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1987. 

Espino,  Gagarini,  T..  Flushing,  NY, 
$145,692.33,  PONCE  SCHOOL  OF 
MEDICINE,  Ponce,  PR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1990. 

Faust,  Glenn,  R.,  Port  Washington,  NY, 
$5,262.09,  YALE  UNIV,  New  Haven.  CT, 
Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY,  1986. 

Finney,  Deirdre,  L.,  Now  York,  NY, 
$133,499.76,  EAST  TENNESSEE  STATE 
UNIV.  Johnson  City,  TN,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Flores,  Catluyn,  A.,  New  York,  NY, 

$18,623.28,  ALBERT  EINSTEIN  COLUIGE 
OF  MEDICINE,  Bronx,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Freedman,  Lisa,  N.,  Syracuse,  NY,  $6,129.02, 
SUNY  HEALTH  SCIENCE  CENTER. 
Syracuse,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 

Gamble,  Oliver,  W.,  New  York.  NY, 
$23,080.41,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Gamer,  Tim,  G.,  New  York,  NY,  $12,013.35, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine.  DEC,  1986. 

Gatell,  John,  A..  Garden  City,  NY,  $3,236.66, 
UNIV  OF  ROCHESTER,  Rochester.  NY, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  h^Y.  1985. 

George,  James,  K..  Albatny.  NY.  $29,855.52, 
UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS,  Wtwcester, 
MA.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 
Halbert,  CyriL  F.,  New  York,  NY,  $77,300.08, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  19B7. 

Hashemi,  Kamran,  A.,  New  York,  NY, 
$142,359.09,  NORTHWESTERN  UNIV 
MED  SCHOOL,  Chicago.  IL,  Allopathic 
MediciiM,  JUN,  1987. 

Hicks,  Paul,  S.,  Angola,  NY,  $146,655.03, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1968. 

Hicks  Jr.,  Wesley,  L.,  Angola,  NY, 
$107,749.81,  SUNY  AT  BUFFALO.  Buffalo, 
NY,  Allopethic  Medicine,  JUL,  1984. 

Hill,  Aaron,  J.,  Bronx,  NY,  $8,759.82, 

ALBERT  EINSTEIN  COLLEGE  OF 
MEDIQNE,  Bronx,  NY.  Allopathic 
Medicine.  JUN,  1990. 

Home,  Hilton,  M.,  New  York,  NY, 

$37,092.36,  MEHARRY  MED  COLIEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1979. 

Howard,  Rory,  J.,  APO  New  York,  NY, 
$17,273.62,  ALBANY  MED  OOLLEGE. 
Albany,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1988. 

Howard.  Myles,  B.,  Johirson  City,  NY, 
$57,242.32.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville.  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY, 
1983. 

lames,  Tyshaun,  M.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$25,050.94,  MARSHALL  UNIVERSITY. 


Huntington,  WV,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY,  1989. 

Jaskiewicz,  Stanley,  New  York.  NY, 
$190,420.29,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  CM^  PA.. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1988. 

Karagounis,  Vasilios,  A.,  Brooklyn.  NY, 
$22,467.30,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 

Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  X4edicine.  JUN, 

1989. 

Kindler,  Hedy,  L.,  New  York,  NY,  $3,236.46, 
SUNY  AT  BUFFALO.  Buffalo.  NY, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1989. 

Knibb,  Charles,  B.,  New  Rochelle,  NY, 
$8,402.27,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine. 

JUN,  1986. 

Kwan,  Edmund,  New  York,  NY,  $54,287.35, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1987. 

Levy,  Maureen,  M.,  Freeport,  NY,  $55,957.68, 
UNIV  OF  MED  A  DENT  OF  NJ-MEDICAL, 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Long,  Kimlyn,  C.,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $1,327.05, 
HOWARD  UNIV’ERSTTY,  Washington,  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Lopez,  Daniel,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $277.13,  SUNY 
HEALTH  SCIENCE  CENTER  BROOKLYN, 
Brooklyn,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 

Madden,  Patrick,  J.,  Albany,  NY, 

$103,626.48,  ALBANY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Albany,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1988. 

Maynard,  Lawrence,  S..  New  York,  NY, 
$2,833.46,  UNIV  OF  MASSACHUSETTS, 
Worcester.  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

McDaniel,  Ronnie,  L,  New  York,  NY, 
$76,830.76,  UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— 
BIRMINGHAM,  Birmingham.  AL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

McGilvery,  James.  William.  Bronx,  NY, 
$43,697.32,  UNIV  OF  aNONNATl, 
Cincinnati.  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 

1987. 

Meyer,  Elizabeth,  A.,  Schenectady,  NT, 
$7,342.47.  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO, 
Toledo,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 

1988. 

Meyers,  Gary,  M.,  New  York.  NY,  $35,043.84. 
TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New  Orleans,  LA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Mobley.  Derrick,  Brooklyn.  NY.  $91,798.62. 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Monk,  Melcher,  F..  New  York,  NY,  $5,291.45, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG.  1986. 

Moseley,  Clarence,  D.,  Bronx,  NY. 

$24,423.57,  UNI  V  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH.  Galveston.  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine.  MAY,  1987. 

Newton,  Helen.  D.,  Bronx,  NY,  $43,949.71, 
UNIV  OF  MED  fc  DENT  OF  NJ— MEDICAL. 
Newark,  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUL. 

1984. 

Nicholson,  Charolette,  M.,  Bronx,  NY, 
$31,678.30,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF 
NJ-MEDICAL,  Newark,  NJ.  Allopathk 
Medicine,  AUG,  1986. 

Obiakor,  Ifeanyi,  C.,  Briarwood,  NY, 
$127301.14.  ST  LOUIS  UNIVERSITY,  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 

1985. 


Oliver,  Maria.  E..  Bronx.  NY.  $39,977.08, 
UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL  CARIBE. 
Bayamon,  PR.  Allopathic  Medicine.  I^C. 
1988 

Olujobi,  Dele.  F..  Valhalla.  NY.  $25314.85. 
NEW  YORK  MED  OOLLEGE.  Valhalla.  NY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Peterson  II,  Frank,  R.,  New  York,  NY. 
$64,811.47,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV. 

Dayton.  OH,  Allopathic  Mediciiw,  JUN. 

1989. 

Petit,  Felix,  R.,  Laurelton,  NY,  $4,112.00. 
SUNY  AT  BUFFALO.  Buffalo.  NY. 
Allopathk  Medicine.  JUN,  1990. 

Pierre,  Evelyne.  Westbury,  NY.  $4349.63. 
UNIV  OF  KANSAS  MEWCAL  CENTER. 
Kansas  City.  KS,  Allopathk  Medidoe.  JUL. 
1988. 

Reynolds,  Howard,  P..  New  YoA.  NY. 
$8,593.87.  CORNELL  UNIV  MED 
COLLEGE,  New  York.  NY.  Allc^athic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Riley,  Susan,  P..  New  York.  NY.  $169.34, 

NEW  YORK  MED  COLLEGE,  Valhalla,  NY. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUL.  1984. 

Rd>inson,  Edward,  L.,  Bronx.  NY, 

$71,325.39,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1985. 

Rosello,  Keith,  M..  New  York,  NY, 

$12,545.57,  BOSTON  UNIVERSOY. 

Boston,  MA.  Allopathic  Medicine.  APR. 
1988. 

Sablon,  Dimitri,  Rego  Park.  NY,  SS.Z55.83. 
SUNY  HEALTH  SCIENCE  CENTER. 
Syracuse.  NY.  Allopathk  Medicine.  JUN. 
1987. 

Salazar,  Marielena.  New  York.  NY. 
$114,193.74.  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JAN.  1987. 

Sanel,  Henry,  B.,  Rensselaer.  NY, 

$113,460.58,  ALBANY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Albany,  NY,  Allopathk  Medicine,  JUN. 
1991.  - 

Scaccia,  Marcella.  Brooklyn.  NY.  $4,162.42, 
NEW  YORK  MED  COLLEGE,  Valhalla.  NY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Scott,  Cheryl,  L..  New  York,  NY,  $9,292.00, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY.  Boston,  MA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Shell,  Valerie,  A.,  Pomona,  NY,  $47330.32. 
HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND  HOSP  OF 
PHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA.  Allopathk 
Medicine,  SEP,  1988. 

Shipley,  Patricia.  J..  Rochester.  NY. 
$19,196.38,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington.  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine. 
MAY.  1989. 

Simmons.  Belinda.  L.  Port  Jervis.  NY, 
$30,917.59,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC.  Allopathk  Medkine. 
MAY,  1983. 

Smith,  Horario,  L.,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $8,869.91, 
MOREHOUSE  COLLEGE.  Atlanta,  GA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Sparrow,  Alj,  F.,  New  York,  NY,  $105,681.65. 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medkine,  JUN,  1988. 

Spencer.  Donna.  L.,  Rosedale,  NY, 
$17324.13,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA.  Allopathic  Medicine. 
JUN,  1989. 

Stirgus,  Kent.  L.,  APO  New  York,  NY. 
$32,671.23,  UNIV  OF  COLORADO  MC. 
Denver,  CO,  .Mlopathic  Medicine.  DEC. 
1985. 
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Stone,  Brian,  A.,  Bronx,  NY.  $60,500.64, 
UNIV  OF  ALABAMA— BIRMINGHAM. 
Birmingham,  AL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1985. 

Sullivan,  Margaret,  A.,  New  York,  NY, 
$6,092.31,  LOYOLA  UNIV— STRITCH  SCH 
OF  MED,  Maywood.  IL,  Alloptathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1990. 

Thomas,  Giovana,  R.,  Hempstead,  NY, 
$8,960.73,  UNIV  OF  ROCHESTER. 
Rochester,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1988. 

Thomas,  Stephen,  C,  BufT^o,  NY. 

$22,562.57,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY.  1987. 

Torres.  Jose,  A..  New  York,  NY.  $793.03, 
COLUMBIA  UNIV,  HEALTH  SCIENCES. 
New  York,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1987. 

Vaz,  Godfirey,  R.,  Stony  Brook,  NY, 
$15,657.59,  MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF 
HUMAN  MED,  East  Lansing,  MI, 

Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

VilcGus,  Antenor,  P.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$21,144.65,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1987. 

Vivot,  Norma,  C,  New  York,  NY,  $91,089.49, 
WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit,  Ml. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Walker,  Audrey,  M.,  Larchmont,  NY, 
$29,691.07,  ALBERT  EINSTEIN  COLLEGE 
OF  MEDICINE,  Bronx,  NY.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Walker,  Claude,  A..  Wyandanch,  NY. 
$1,929.75,  SUNY  HEALTH  SQENCE 
CENTER  BROOKLYN,  Brooklyn,  NY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Walton,  Stacie,  L.,  New  York,  NY, 

$13,210.87,  COLUMBIA  UNIV,  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  New  York,  NY.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Washington,  Antoine,  P.,  APO  New  York, 

NY,  $35,502.09,  NEW  YORK  MED 
COLLEGE.  Valhalla,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1983. 

Weinberger,  Andre,  New  York,  NY, 
$124,251.99,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG 
AND  HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1983. 

Williams  III,  Rolland,  Buffalo,  NY, 
$229,757.86,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1986. 

Wimbly,  Timothy,  New  York,  NY, 
$31,914.74,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV, 
Dayton,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1986. 

Zimmerman,  Seth,  A.,  Manhasset,  NY, 
$192,283.30,  NEW  YORK  MED  COLLEGE, 
Valhalla,  NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

Chiropractic 

Alston,  Patricia,  M.,  New  York,  NY, 
$61,304.06,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1988. 

Amato,  Frank,  J.,  Bellport,  NY,  $17,025.69, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Ambrosio,  Joseph,  A.,  Great  Neck,  NY, 
$6,111.63,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1984. 


Bee,  Christopher,  R..  West  Islip,  NY. 
$29,476.25,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1988. 

Bender,  Joyce,  M.,  Kingston,  NY.  $26,448.73, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  Ki^R,  1986. 

Bershader,  Mitchel,  H.,  Jamaica,  NY, 
$26,270.33,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Brea,  Anthony,  F.,  New  York,  NY, 

$27,898.78,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1982. 

Bucher,  Gilles,  R..  Bayville,  NY,  $36,304.83, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Burdett,  Denis,  P.,  Bronx,  NY,  $106,135.03, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Cannillo,  Joseph,  Port  Washington.  NY. 
$42,944.71,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1988. 

Cascone,  Michaele,  M.,  Saint  James.  NY, 
$22,538.59,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1984. 

Chandler,  William,  J.,  East  Hampton,  NY, 
$76,903.08,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1986. 

Clauss  Jr..  Joseph,  J..  Morrisonville,  NY, 
$111.00,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington.  MN, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Depamphilis,  Greg,  Nanuet,  NY,  $39,418.81, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Detrinis,  Vincent,  P..  Massapequa,  NY, 
$44,000.29,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1985. 

Dillsworth,  John,  Honeoye,  NY,  $29,951.50, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA.  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1986. 

Donohue,  Neil,  P.,  Middle  Island.  NY, 
$25,522.36,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Estey,  B^cilla,  A.,  Henrietta,  NY,  $6,502.81, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 

Failla,  Robert,  J.,  New  York,  NY,  $19,772.13, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Farewell,  Howard,  C,  Gamerville,  NY, 
$12,907.64,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1984. 

Ferguson,  Christopher,  D.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$8,726.35,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Fiore,  Dominick,  Yonkers,  NY,  $84,669.13, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Flood,  Lori,  A.,  Buffalo,  NY.  $15,675.18, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC, 
Lombard.  IL,  Qiiropractic,  APR.  1987. 

Frankel,  Tali,  R.,  Far  Rockaway,  NY, 
$10,281.03,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1987. 

Galatz,  Menachen,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $22,971.79, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Gallo,  William.  C.  Melrose,  NY,  $4,971.13, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Ganden,  Richard.  S.,  Olean,  NY,  $6,957.29, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Garone,  Joseph,  S.,  Lindenhurst,  NY, 
$41,590.04,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Gentile,  John.  M..  Albany,  NY.  $57,648.82, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Ghigna,  Mary,  L,  Bay  Shore,  NY,  $48,962.45, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Gonzalez,  Bette,  New  York,  NY,  $56,235.15, 
UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic.  KMR.  1985. 

Gordon.  Vincent,  G.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$25,693.23,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic. 
JAN.  1985. 

Gray,  A.,  L,  Lynbrook,  NY,  $8,316.60,  NEW 
YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE.  Seneca 
Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Grina,  Ellen,  B.,  Hopewell  Junction,  NY, 
$12,258.26,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Johnson,  Timothy,  H.,  Buffalo,  NY, 
$16,357.56,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Johnston,  Mary,  M.,  Hempstead,  NY, 
$58,710.96,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1988. 

Keller,  WiUiam,  D.,  Barrytown,  NY, 
$82,898.36,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Kern,  Arnold,  E.,  Uvingston  Manor,  NY. 
$12,200.06,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY.  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1984. 

Kiss,  Kathleen,  M.,  Shirley,  NY,  $50,438.78, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Seneca  Falls,  NY.  Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Kle,  James,  P.,  Bayside,  NY,  $51,477.52,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1984. 

Koultukis,  Chris,  New  York,  NY,  $2,891.49, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Letizia,  Lawrence,  A.,  Flushing,  NY, 
$95,328.40,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
JUL,  1989. 

Unacre,  William,  J.,  Rhinebeck,  NY, 
$72,618.32,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1987. 

Lisjak,  Craig,  F.,  Eden,  NY,  $23,115.95,  UFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1989. 

Luca,  Robert,  P.,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $4,535.05, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Maroas,  Lillian,  E,  Hicksville,  NY, 
$31,625.05,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1990. 

Marshall,  Marc,  Ruby,  NY,  $27,397.97, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR.  Chiropractic,  JAN.  1984. 

Maxon,  Tonun,  L,  Calcium,  NY,  $1,910.14, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  lA,  Chiropractic,  ^PR,  1983. 
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McCabe,  Peter,  T.,  Carmel,  NY,  $31,278.42, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  S^,  1984. 

McCormack,  Wayne,  C.,  Kirkwood,  NY, 
$36,459.22,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1985. 

Morgan,  Peter,  Mamaroneck,  NY,  $54,739.34, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Musso,  Deborah,  G.,  New  York,  NY, 

$2,369.72,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1987. 

Nebioslni,  Richard,  A.,  Medford,  NY, 
$44,190.28,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1986. 

Obadia,  Eric,  S.,  Jericho,  NY,  $46,385.49, 

NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Pascual,  Monique,  Central  Islip,  NY, 
$18,065.55,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 

Patterson  )r.,  Arthur,  E.,  Staten  Island,  NY, 
$10,764.33.  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Penke,  Christopher,  P.,  North  Tonawanda, 

NY.  $33,383.60,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard.  IL, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1982. 

Petrillo,  James,  A.,  Rochester,  NY, 

$40,575.23,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1985. 

Raizin,  Adam,  S.,  Wantagh,  NY,  $38,245.43, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  NOV,  1987. 

Renz,  Howard,  W.,  Astoria,  NY,  $18,776.76, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Richichi,  Mark,  S.,  Miller  Place,  NY, 
$46,020.08,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Schack,  Richard,  N.,  Ozone  Park,  NY, 
$90,864.39,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls.  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1987. 

Seymour,  Gary,  Newburgh,  NY,  $25,423.99, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  OCT,  1983. 

Shaw,  Elonald,  H.i  New  York,  NY, 

$98,682.17,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Silverstein,  Michael,  A.,  New  York,  NY, 
$30,132.62,  LIFE  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE- WEST,  San  Lorenzo.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 

Smith,  Jeffrey,  J.,  Wellsville,  NY,  $3,828.93, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY, 

1983. 

Streit,  Allan,  Bronx,  NY,  $12,667.49, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard.  IL. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984.' 

Sundin,  Doreen,  A.,  Bohemia,  NY, 
$32,558.59,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Sutliff,  James,  F.,  Cicero,  NY,  $55,362.95, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1986. 


Tilt,  Steven,  Monsey,  NY,  $117,997.57, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Tray,  Steven.  L.,  Freeport,  NY,  $19,628.05, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic,  APR.  1985. 

Tumonis,  Donald,  A.,  Penn  Yan,  NY, 
$26,129.63,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1983. 

Ulmann,  Mark,  A.,  Flushing,  NY,  $6,729.52, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Viladesau,  Raymond,  L.,  Massapequa,  NY, 
$12,816.18,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982. 

Walcutt,  Patricia,  B.,  Syracuse,  NY, 
$24,823.42,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Weber,  Richard,  L.,  Staten  Island,  NY, 
$17,421.96,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

Wells,  John,  A.,  Shelter  Island,  NY, 
$59,217.75,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenpmrt,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1989. 

Wheatley,  William,  J.,  Central  Valley,  NY, 
$42,020.48,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1988. 

Williams,  Melissa,  C.,  New  York,  NY, 
$41,739.61,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic. 
APR.  1985. 

Zipkin,  Martin,  R.,  Monsey,  NY,  $14,714.60, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Britt,  Esther,  C.,  New  York,  NY,  $114,097.40, 
ADELPHI  UNIVERSITY,  Garden  City.  NY. 
Clinical  Psychology,  SEP,  1989. 

Creelman,  Monica,  L.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$3,825.68,  ADELPHI  UNIVERSITY.  Garden 
City,  NY,  Clinical  Psychology,  MAY,  1991. 

Helm,  Susan,  D.,  New  York,  NY,  $7,193.09, 
NEW  SCHOOL  FOR  SOCIAL  RESEARCH, 
New  York,  NY,  Clinical  Psychology,  DEC, 
1986. 

Kaplan,  Perry,  W.,  New  York,  NY, 

$20,200.08,  TEACHERS  COLLEGE. 
COLUMBIA  UNIV,  New  York,  NY,  Clinical 
Psychology,  MAY,  1989. 

Knight,  Patricia,  A.,  Sayville,  NY,  $31,046.69, 
ADELPHI  UNIVERSITY,  Garden  City.  NY, 
Clinical  Psychology,  AUG,  1989. 

Nicoll,  Dolores,  L.,  New  York,  NY,  $9,217.77, 
YESHIVA  UNIV.  New  York.  NY,  Clinical 
Psychology,  SEP,  1986. 

Noel,  Sheldon,  H.,  Long  Beach,  NY, 
$33,469.08,  ILLINOIS  SCH 
PROFESSIONAL  PSYCHOLOG.  Chicago, 
IL,  Clinical  Psychology,  NOV,  1985. 

Paris,  Katherine,  B.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$44,887.15,  NEW  SCHOOL  FOR  SOCIAL 
RESEARCH,  New  York.  NY.  Clinical 
Psychology,  MAY,  1988. 

Dentistry 

Ambat,  Rachel,  E.,  Jamaica,  NY,  $3,277.90, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY,  New  York,  NY. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Boldt,  Harrison,  R.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$164,883.04,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY. 
New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 


Butler,  Marilyn,  P.,  Spring  Valley,  NY, 
$95,059.08,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY.  I 

New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985.  | 

Cesar,  Hans,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $20,711.32,  | 

HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1981. 

Chen,  Ronnie,  Y.,  New  York,  NY,  $2,687.11, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY,  New  York.  NY. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Chu,  Alexander.  Flushing,  NY,  $55,493.85, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Cubano,  Vladimir,  Colonie,  NY,  $1,408.82, 
UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— DENTAL, 
Newark,  NJ,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Curtis,  Charles,  R.,  Morristown,  NY, 

$92,639.10,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington.  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Derosa,  Alan,  A.,  Monsey,  NY,  $148,801.72, 
EMORY  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta.  GA. 

Dentistry,  JUN,  1985, 

Ditroia,  Frederick.  Hicksville,  NY, 

$65,000.80,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  APR,  1988. 
Eggert,  Timothy.  J.,  Webster,  NY,  $7,453.51. 
SUNY  AT  BUFFALO.  Buffalo.  NY. 

Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

Glassman,  Martin.  J.,  Briarcliff  Manor,  NY, 
$11,451.72,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Guldan,  Michael,  T.,  Chestertown,  NY, 
$115,294.79,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 
Hammond,  Robert,  J.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$18,116.07,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987.  , 

Han.  Sok,  Woodside,  NY.  $85,070.21,  UNIV 
OF  SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  FEB,  1986. 

Hannon,  Dennis,  Jamestown,  NY,  $62,635.86, 
LOYOLA  UNIV  OF  CHICAGO.  Maywood,  j 
IL,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985.  1 

Hicks,  Philip,  A.,  APO  New  York,  NY, 
$38,756.94,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  Houston,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
Jacobs,  Steven,  D.,  Flushing,  NY,  $26,179.74, 
COLUMBIA  UNIV.  HEALTH  SCIENCES. 

New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Joseph,  Leslie,  Queens  Village,  NY, 
$109,983.11,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY. 

New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Kadoch,  David,  New  York,  NY,  $36,100.74, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY.  New  York.  NY. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Kouzoukian,  James,  G..  Bayside,  NY.  $38.33, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY.  New  York,  NY. 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 

Kronengold,  Jack,  Forest  Hills,  NY, 
$137,224.27,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY, 

New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Kupetz,  Scott,  R.,  Hopewell  Junction,  NY. 
$114,270.59,  FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON 
UNIV,  Rutherford.  NJ,  Dentistry.  MAY. 

1988. 

Lorber,  Burton,  E.,  Fleetwood,  NY, 

$72,981.81,  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St. 

Louis,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Massoud,  Yehia,  A.,  New  York,  NY, 
$49,426.73,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY, 

New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Neville,  Ray,  L.,  Poughkeepsie.  NY, 
$38,532.86,  MEDICAL  UNIV  OF  SOUTH 
CAROLINA,  Charleston,  SC,  Dentistry, 

MAY.  1987. 

Perez,  Nelson,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $15,871.93, 

NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY.  New  York,  NY, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 
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Petcu,  Qristian,  A.,  Flushing,  NY,  $20,044.46, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY.  New  York,  NY, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 

Picker.  Tad.  A.,  Bronx.  NY,  $81,750.56,  NEW 
YORK  UNIVERSITY,  New  York,  NY, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Pollack,  Douglas.  F.,  New  Ywk,  NY, 

$7,232.67,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY,  New 
Ywk,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Poole,  Robert.  W..  Maybrook,  NY,  $88,454.46, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston,  MA, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Popa,  Dragos,  B.,  Sunnyside,  NY, 

$124,360.51,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY, 
New  York,  NY,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1986. 

Porter,  Brenda,  Y.,  Rochester,  NY, 

$48,263.24,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Rosenthal,  Neil,  D.,  Albany,  NY,  $143,668.44, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Samuel-Mahon,  Brenda,  Y.,  Bronx,  NY, 
$26,688.01,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Schroder.  Anthony,  M.,  Middletown,  NY, 
$31,101.98,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY, 

New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984, 

Schwortx,  Eric,  G.,  Atlantic  Bea(^,  NY. 
$25,153.22,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY, 

New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1989. 

Solliday,  Michael,  P.,  Betbpage,  NY, 
$17,453.65,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  OCT,  1985. 

Stockton  Jr..  Williarn,  BuBalo,  NY, 

$44,690.84,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Stone,  Grace,  M.,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $171,017.58, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Stubbs,  Stubbshill,  Anita,  Flushing,  NY, 
$130,899.73,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 

Stakes,  Susan,  D.,  New  Rochelle,  NY, 
$4,727.96,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  E)C,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Thayer,  Richard,  D.,  Middleburg,  NY, 
$16,480.89,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington.  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Thompson,  Fannye,  V.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$25,114.88,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF 
NJ— DENTAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Dentistry.  JUN, 
1983. 

Toporovsky,  Nathan,  A.,  White  Plains,  NY, 
$27,819.41,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY. 
New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Vorobyov,  Boris,  Rego  Park,  NY,  $29,588.68, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY,  New  York,  NY, 
Dentistry,  OCT,  1987. 

Wiggins,  Christopher,  A.,  New  York,  NY, 
$67,822.76,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY. 
New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1989. 

Williams,  Miriam,  D.,  Bronx,  NY,  $39,803.23, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Wood,  Kevin.  Q,  Amherst,  NY,  $51,637.96, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Woods,  Daemon,  S..  Fort  Drum,  NY, 
$33,750.27,  FAIRLEIGH  DICKINSON 
UNIV,  Rutherford,  NJ,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1985. 

Wrotniak,  Chester,  M.,  Lewiston,  NY, 
$74,365.02,  T^PLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,'PA,  Dentistry,  APR,  1988. 

Yeates,  Terrance,  C.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$41,055.97,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 


Zafiriadis,  Demetrioa,  G..  Long  Island  Qty, 
NY,  $27,454.14,  GEORGETOWN 
UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC,  Dentistry, 
JUN,  1986. 

Optometry 

Rolinski,  Douglas,  T.,  Elmhurst,  NY, 
$8,439.78,  SUNY  STATE  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  New  York,  NY,  Optometry, 
JUN,  1984. 

Tran,  Nguyen.  C,  New  Yori(,  NY,  $24,712.28, 
SUNY  STATE  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  New  Yoric,  NY,  Optometry, 
JUN,  1986. 

Osteopathy 

Adler,  Richard,  I.,  New  York,  NY,  $37,663.26, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  k  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines.  lA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN.  1984. 

Anthony,  Melvin,  E..  New  Ymk,  NY, 
$16,913.60,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  ft  SURGERY.  Tulsa,  OK.  Osteopathy, 
MAY,  1990. 

Bogard,  Peter,  S.,  Cortland,  NY,  $71,609.16, 
KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OF  OST  MED. 

Kirksville,  MO,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1990. 
Charley-Bennett,  Bonnie,  A..  Point  Lookout, 
NY.  $184,962.91,  CLG  OF  OST  MEDICINE 
OF  THE  PAaFlC,  Pomona.  CA. 
Osteopathy,  JUN.  1987. 

Grasmann,  Edwin,  J..  Mount  Sinai,  NY, 
$57,530.13,  NEW  YORK  INST  TECH,  Old 
Westbiuy,  NY,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1988. 
Kendrick,  Deborah,  A.,  Bronx,  NY.  $568.49, 
NEW  YORK  INST  TECH.  Old  Westbury, 
NY,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1990. 

Mihalakis,  Georgia,  Bronx,  NY,  $87,624.83, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Osteopathy. 
MAR.  1986. 

Steinke,  Charles,  T.,  Valley  Stream,  NY, 
$181,711.12,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1989. 

Watson,  Catherine,  A.,  Richmond  Hill,  NY. 
$29,554.82,  NEW  YORK  INST  TECH,  Old 
Westbury,  NY,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1985. 
Yearley,  Gary,  Marietta,  NY,  $70,961.18, 
UNIV  OF  NEW  ENGLAND.  Biddeford,  ME. 
Osteopathy,  APR,  1987. 

Pharmacy 

Bert,  Lineve,  A.,  Mount  Vernon,  NY, 
$19,182.99,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY, 
Greenvale,  NY,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1984. 
Giannios,  John,  N.,  Bethpage,  NY, 
$10,441.04,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY, 
Greenvale,  NY,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1985. 
Glover,  Cheryl,  M.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$39,558.83,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY. 
Greenvale,  NY.  Pharmacy,  JAN.  1988. 
Haynes,  Robert,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $15,394.97, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY.  Greenvale. 
NY,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1987. 

Ibeh,  Fidelis,  A.,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $13,053.88, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY,  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy,  JAN,  1989. 

Jusu,  Thomas,  S.,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $11,124.10, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta.  GA, 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1987. 

Licciardello,  Alfred,  V.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$7,882.96,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY. 
Greenvale,  NY,  Pharmacy.  JUN.  1986. 
Martinez,  Renzo,  J.,  Haverstraw,  NY. 
$13,466.63,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF 


PHARMACY,  Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  DEC, 
1984. 

Moore.  Michael,  A..  Spring  Valley,  NY, 
$4,168.56,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY, 
Greenvale,  NY,  Pharmacy,  OCT,  1986. 
Ngoka,  Regina,  N.,  Brooklyn.  NY,  $3,164.64, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY,  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1984. 

Oliver,  Sonia,  J.,  New  York,  NY,  $3,867.84, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY,  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy,  JAN,  1990. 

Raffaniello,  Donna,  M.,  Staten  Island,  NY, 
$3,265.07,  LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY, 
Greenvale,  NY,  Pharmacy.  JUN,  1987. 
Romero,  Gerardo,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $20,288.05, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY.  Greenvale. 
NY,  Pharmacy,  OCT,  1986. 

Searson,  Hattie,  B.,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $3,868.46, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY,  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1984. 

Terp,  Marie,  A.,  Levittown,  NY,  $21,148.71, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY,  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy,  JUN.  1988. 

Thomas,  Liza,  P.,  Long  Beach,  NY,  $1,883.16, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY,  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1985. 

Podiatry 

Aal,  Thomas,  E..  Jamaica,  NY,  $72,804.83, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC 
MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Podiatry,  JUL, 

1986. 

Abatemarco,  Audrey,  A.,  Staten  Island,  NY, 
$20,520.92,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York.  NY, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 

Aiello,  Lisa,  A.,  Somers,  NY.  $36,554.76, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
New  York,  NY.  Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 
Bailey,  Yvonne,  Brooklyn,  W,  $189,321.52, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 
Bernstein,  Jeffrey,  S.,  New  York,  NY, 
$45,304.28,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY, 
Podiatry.  JUN,  1986. 

BroMm,  Kenneth,  L.,  New  Rochelle,  NY. 
$52,934.51,  CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY, 

1987. 

Carioscia,  Michael,  P..  Peekskill,  NY, 
$11,082.35,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York.  NY. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1990. 

D’Orazio,  Leonard,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$23,038.90,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York.  NY, 
Podiatry,  JUN.  1988. 

Davidson,  Jon,  M.,  Roslyn,  NY,  $167,661.99, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUL.  1986. 
Downes,  Robert,  R.,  Commack,  NY, 
$153,160.47,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York,  NY, 
Podiatry,  JUN.  1986. 

Elbayar,  Nader,  K.,  Port  Washington,  NY, 
$37,813.01,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York.  NY. 
Podiatry,  MAR.  1990. 

Fanizzi,  Thomas,  Babylon,  NY,  $125,609.28, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Now  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 
Feldman.  Donald,  Peekskill,  NY. 
$154,208.30,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 
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Fink.  Robert,  C,  Ridgewood,  NY,  $56,651.33, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 
Gipson,  Helen,  D.,  Buffolo,  NY,  $59,264.87, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Glatt,  Robert,  B.,  Hollis,  NY.  $130,828.35, 

NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 

New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JAN,  1990, 

Cordon,  Doris,  J.,  Yonkers,  NY,  $16,971.58, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 

New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Grant,  Albert,  V.,  New  York,  NY,  $98,050.20, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 

New  York.  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Griffin,  Carlotta,  L.,  Rochester,  NY, 
$108,677.35,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1988. 

Haygood,  Regina,  J.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 
$109,853.31,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Illuzzi,  Dennis,  M.,  Saint  James,  NY. 
$152,740.19,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Irizarry,  Jose,  G.,  Bronx,  NY,  $32,475.93, 

NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 

New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUL,  1984. 

Jackson,  Byron,  C.,  Now  York,  NY, 
$102,090.45,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JAN,  1985. 

John,  Gordon,  B.,  Cambria  Heights,  NY, 
$95,281.27,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry.  JUN,  1985. 

Kane,  Shalva,  Rego  Park,  NY,  $40,751.66, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York.  NY,  Podiatry,  JAN,  1989. 

Kantro,  ScoU,  R.,  New  York,  NY,  $44,179.72, 
CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1979. 
Kantrowitz,  Gary,  S..  Long  Beach,  NY, 
$2,491.37,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1983. 

Katz,  Alan,  S.,  Thiells,  NY,  $57,651.38,  NEW 
YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED,  New 
York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Kelly,  Laura,  Farmingdale,  NY,  $60,739.35, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 
Kleinman,  Abraham,  Far  Rockaway,  NY, 
$19,581.15,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York,  NY, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1990. 

Kolk,  Edward,  W.,  Bay  Shore,  NY, 
$175,402.04,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Langone,  K^n,  A.,  Bronx,  NY,  $113,308.51, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry.  JUL,  1986. 

Layton,  Stephen,  H.,  Bellmore,  NY, 
$30,677.17,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York,  NY, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1983. 

Ledino,  John,  Syracuse,  NY,  $41,446.46, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland.  OH,  Podiatry.  MAY,  1983. 

Levi,  Ernest,  S.,  New  York,  NY,  $23,670.29, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1983. 

Lieman,  Theodora,  S..  New  York,  NY, 
$114,003.39,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 


PODIATRIC  MED.  Now  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Llewellyn,  Allan,  Brooklyn,  NY.  $32,172.03, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 

Now  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 

Lloyd,  Jay,  L.,  Flushing,  W,  $22,601.79, 

NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 

New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Lunetto,  James,  V.,  New  York,  NY, 

$47,801.99,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Now  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Madden,  Michael,  J.,  Elmsford,  NY, 

$3,705.68,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  AUG,  1985. 

Markinson,  Andrea,  B.,  Valley  Stream,  NY, 
$39,985.98,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Moore,  Jackie,  New  York,  NY,  $38,840.19, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1987. 

Moy,  John,  New  York,  NY,  $82,081.16,  NEW 
YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED,  New 
York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Nash.  John.  J..  Albany,  NY,  $4,218.28,  NEW 
YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED,  New 
York.  NY,  Podiatry.  JUN.  1985. 

Nau,  Edgard,  New  York,  NY,  $101,103.79, 

DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY.  1986. 

Nelson,  Mark,  J.,  Pleasantville,  NY, 
$52,534.56,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY, 

Podiatry,  JUL,  1985. 

Nevers,  Harry,  M.,  Bronx,  NY,  $66,658.13, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1988. 
Oringer,  Gary,  D.,  Bellerose,  NY,  $21,633.57, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1982. 

Paul,  Fitzpatrick,  Brooklyn,  NY,  $81,760.57, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 
Pelletier,  James,  P.,  Watertown,  NY, 
$2,037.35,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 

Perkins,  Terence,  M.,  Bronx,  NY,  $84,937.09, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 
Roberts,  Pamela,  M.,  Mount  Vernon,  NY. 
$125,843.70,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Rokhsar,  Benjamin,  Forest  Hills,  NY, 
$20,160.63,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry.  JUN,  1984. 

Rosenberg,  Robert,  Woodmere,  NY, 
$36,918.68,  BARRY  UNIVERSITY- 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Miami  Shores,  FL, 
Podiatry,  MAY,  1989. 

Schwartz,  Mark,  S.,  Atlantic  Beach,  NY, 
$50,768.17,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUL,  1984. 

Sheahan,  Michael,  D.,  Staten  Island.  NY. 
$38,931.16,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1982. 

Soleye,  Batetunde,  Hartsdale,  NY,  $7,394.66, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
New  York,  NY,  Podiatry,  JUL,  1980. 


Stufano,  Louis,  Westbury,  NY,  $33,467.19, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC 
MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 

1987. 

Techner,  Lee,  M.,  Utica,  NY,  $73,967.55, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Travis,  Andrew,  F.,  New  York,  NY, 

$139,122.98,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  DEC,  1988. 

Turski,  Damian,  V.,  Buffalo,  NY,  $4,507.65, 

OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1983. 

Weiner,  Douglas,  N.,  Kew  Gardens,  NY, 
$140,395.34,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York.  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN.  1987. 

Whiteside,  Lauren,  S.,  Bronx,  NY, 

$23,747.76,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Williams,  Claude,  E.,  Bronx,  NY,  $95,885.99, 
NEW  YORK  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 

New  York,  NY.  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Zawada,  Stanley,  J.,  Halesite,  NY, 

$101,544.75,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY, 

Podiatry,  JUN.  1986. 

Public  Health 

Amu-Nnadi,  Sam,  E.,  Jamaica,  NY, 

$24,485.25,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH, 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Public  Health,  AUG,  1987. 
Montgomery,  John,  M.,  New  Windsor,  NY, 
$7,380.90,  YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  ft 
PH.  New  Haven,  CT.  Public  Health,  SEP. 

1989. 

Paskilas,  Alexandra,  New  Rochelle,  NY, 
$34,269.25,  YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  ft 
PH,  New  Haven.  CT,  Public  Health,  MAY. 
1987. 

Veterinary  Medicine 
Grossman,  Ira,  L.,  Belle  Harbor.  NY, 

$12,347.22,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1980. 

Hicks,  John,  M.,  West  Henrietta,  NY, 

$11,824.46,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1979. 

Lane,  Mark,  J..  Monroe,  NY,  $7,175.59,  UNIV 
OF  FLORIDA,  Gainesville,  FL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

McField,  Gizele,  H.,  Rochester.  NY, 

$75,838.01,  TUSKEGEE  UNIX'ERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute.  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1982. 

Murphy,  William,  M..  Rochester,  NY. 
$22,907.99,  UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE- 
KNOXVILLE.  Knoxville,  TN,  Veterinary 
Medicine.  AUG,  1987. 

Ponte,  Paula.  J.,  Buffalo,  NY,  $174,584.33, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA, 

Veterinary  Medicine.  MAY,  1987. 

Slaugher  II,  John,  B.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 

$81 .696.34,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  , 

Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  j 

Medicine,  AUG,  1988.  i 

Weiskopf,  Joan,  Port  Chester,  NY,  $31,993.65,  , 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA. 

Veterinary  Medicine,  NOV,  1986. 

Wilson,  Rawanda,  L.,  Brooklyn,  NY, 

$8,565.43,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1990.  j 
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North  Carolina 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Bohannon,  Arline,  D.,  Durham,  NC, 

$2,514.14,  SUNY  HEALTH  SCIENCE 
CENTER,  SyracuM,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Burt,  Joseph,  M.,  Durham,  NC,  $32,993.02, 
MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF  HUMAN  MED, 
East  Lansing,  Ml,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1983. 

Coyne,  Mark,  D.,  Biu-lington,  NC, 

5219,421.21,  CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL, 
North  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1983. 

Cutler,  Kenneth,  A.,  Durham,  NC,  $22,600.71, 
EASTERN  VIRGINIA  MED  SCH,  Norfolk, 
VA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Douthit,  Jeffrey,  J.,  Winston  &lem,  NC, 
$20,853.91,  BOWMAN  GRAY  SCHOOL  OF 
MED,  Winston  Salem,  NC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Hunter,  Lorenzo,  Qemmons,  NC, 

$175,966.81,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1986. 

Lynch,  Ray,  A.,  Richlands,  NC,  $22,988.81, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Menoff,  Anne,  L.,  Waxhaw,  NC,  $8,642.04, 
MEDICAL  UNIV  OF  SOUTH  CAROUNA, 
Charleston,  SC.  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN, 

1987. 

Murphy,  Shari,  K..  Oxford,  NC.  $6,116.31, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington,  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Perry,  Wade,  W..  Durham,  NC,  $17,845.44, 
HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND  HOSP  OF 
PHILA,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic 
Medicine.  JUN,  1985. 

Pridgen,  James,  H.,  Wilmington,  NC, 
$50,562.02,  BOWMAN  GRAY  SCHOOL  OF 
MED,  Winston  Salem,  NC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Stovall,  Vicki,  M.,  Winston  Salem,  NC, 
$55,755.96,  BOWMAN  GRAY  SCHOOL  OF 
MED.  Winston  Salem,  NC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAV,  1987. 

Sweeney,  William,  J.,  Carrboro,  NC, 
$4,407.21,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Omaha,  NE,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1988. 

Tyler.  Arnold,  Raleigh,  NC,  $13,885.59, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1989. 

Waller,  Brenda,  S.,  Greenville.  NC, 
$62,910.70,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH, 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1985. 

Warren,  Roger,  D..  Fayetteville,  NC, 
$13,930.73,  UNIV  OF  ARKANSAS  FOR 
MED  SQ,  Little  Rock,  AR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL,  1985. 

Chiropractic 

Ackley,  Brainard,  L.,  Kitty  Hawk,  NC, 
$71,449.26,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1987. 

Austin  Jr.,  Donald,  E.,  Sanford,  NC, 
$9,451.74,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  FEB,  1987. 

Boyles,  Barry, ).,  Vale,  NC,  $27,522.29,  LIFE 
COLIEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1986. 


Brown.  James,  R..  Duifiam,  NC.  $18,021.10, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC, 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  JAN.  1983. 
Catalfb,  Christopher.  L,  Winston  Salem,  NC, 
$22,231.58,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
•Chiropractic,  SEP,  1990. 

Gould,  Jane,  M..  Chapel  Hill,  NC.  $44,997.80, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN. 
Chiropractic.  I^C,  1988. 

Hall,  Scott,  W.,  Winston  Salem,  NC, 
$72,894.35,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1986. 

Hartman,  Ronald,  K.,  Cary,  NC,  $10,009.85, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OP  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982. 
Kerr,  Thomas,  H.,  Charlotte,  NC,  $35,964.57, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 
Lyons,  itethi^,  R.,  Raleigh,  hK],  $65,165.29, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OP  CHIROPRATIC, 
Lombard,  IL.  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1987. 
Mayle,  Robert,  C,  Chapel  Hill,  NC, 
$44,536.33,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  I%C,  1989. 

McKinley,  Richard,  A.,  Stem,  NC, 
$115,288.00,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Meredith,  David,  G..  Wilmington,  NC, 
$48,067.20,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic.  JUN,  1988. 

Monnin,  Mark,  L,  Waxhaw,  NC,  $4,862.63, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN, 
1987. 

Reischman,  Timothy,  J.,  Matthews,  NC, 
$8,041.70,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Reischman,  Grace,  A.,  Charlotte,  NC, 
$16,927.16,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Schuckman,  Gary,  A.,  Wilmington,  NC, 
$45,776.16,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1987. 

Shay.  Robert,  J.,  China  Grove,  NC, 
$113,094.00,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic.  DEC,  1986. 

Williams,  Betty,  Dale,  Roxboro,  NC, 
$87,791.38,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Dentistry 

Bradley,  Jerry,  L,  Gatesville,  NC,  $58,272.47, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Cates,  Sanford,  M.,  Randleman,  NC, 
$16,783.51,  CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE 
SCHOOL,  Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  SEP, 
1985. 

Samo,  Mark,  P.,  Greensboro,  NC,  $35,497.53. 
FAIRLEIGH  DKXINSON  UNIV, 
Rutherford,  NJ,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Health  Administration 

Chowdhiy,  Raja,  S..  (k>ldsboro,  NC, 
$78,379.33,  XAVIER  UNIV.  Cincinnati. 
OH,  Health  Administration,  AUG,  1983. 

Optometry 

Oxendine,  Tony.  Red  Springs,  NC. 
$13,509.44,  PENNSYLVANIA  COLLEGE 


OF  OPTOMETRY,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Optometry.  JUN,  1987. 

Osteopathy 

Fifer,  Shirley,  A.,  Duifiam,  NC,  $160,163.32, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  k  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Oster^thy, 
JUN,  1986. 

Pharmacy 

Bunch,  Thomas,  H.,  Raleigh,  NC,  $14,994.77, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC, 
Pharmacy.  MAY,  1987. 

Chapman,  Ronnie,  Cary,  NC,  $8,990.72, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY,  Atlanta,  GA. 
Pharmacy,  JUN,  1988. 

Horton  Jr.,  Robert.  J.,  Lexington,  NC. 
$51,273.53,  MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OP 
PHARMACY,  Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy, 
'MAY,  1989. 

Thornton,  Douglas,  E.,  Rocky  Mount,  NC, 
$9,914.93,  ST  LOUIS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY,  St.  Louis,  MO,  Pharmacy. 
JUL,  1987. 

Williams,  Kenneth,  Durham,  NC,  $6,397.00, 
LONG  ISLAND  UNIVERSITY.  Greenvale, 
NY,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1989. 

Podiatry 

,  Brown,  Tanya,  M.,  Charlotte,  NC,  $16,124.55, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  SEP,  1988. 
Edwards,  James,  L.,  Raleigh,  NC,  $57,749.73, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Geveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUL,  1984. 
Neumunz,  Gregory,  D.,  Hampstead,  NC, 
$34,696.76,  NEW  YORK  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  New  York,  NY. 

Podiatry,  JUN.  1987. 

Todorov,  Todor,  Jacksonville,  NC. 
$21,546.06,  DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL.  Podiatry,  JUN. 
1982. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Healy,  Bridget,  E.,  Raleigh,  NC,  $13,927.34, 
UNIV  OF  FLORIDA.  Gainesville.  FL, 
Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 
Pemberton,  Beth,  A.,  Ahoskie,  NC,  $8458.34, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL.  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 

1989. 

North  Dakota 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Hurdisgrant,  Helen.  L..  Watford  City.  ND, 
$37,286.50,  TEXAS  TECH  UNIVERSITY, 
Lubbock,  1^,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1981. 

Koesteman,  Charley.  Fargo,  ND,  $54,376.19, 
UNIV  OF  NORTH  DAKOTA,  Grand  Forks. 
ND,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Chiropractic 

Gabbert,  Lanny,  R.,  Beulah,  ND,  $43,665.34, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1989. 

Johansen,  Kelly,  S.,  Devils  Lake,  ND, 
$82,752.75,  PALMER  COLLECT  OF 
CHIROI^IACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Qiiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Trauger,  Gary,  L.,  Watford  City,  ND, 
$51,047.94,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 
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Dentistry 

Poole.  Anne,  Marie,  Emerado,  ND, 

$33,892.85,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 

Boston.  MA.  Dentistry.  MAY.  1987. 

Optometry 

McCamy.  Robert,  T..  Aigonne,  ND, 

$13,303.59,  ILLINOIS  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Chicago,  IL,  Optometry, 
lUL,  1982. 

Podiatry 

Ebeling.  Curtis.  Fargo.  ND,  $24,094.37,  OHIO 
COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 

Cleveland.  OH.  Podiatry.  MAY.  1989. 

Ohio 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Bartnett,  Bruce,  T.,  Twinsburg,  OH, 
$44,492.41,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  DEC,  1987. 

Bates.  Leo.  C.  Xenia.  OH,  $22,731.87, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton.  OH, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR,  1986. 

Berry,  Rush.  H.,  Westerville,  OH.  $19,085.74, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Blackshere,  Eloise,  C,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
$13,084.68,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV, 

Dayton,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine.  SEP, 

1985. 

Blissenbach,  David,  A.,  Westerville,  OH, 
$7,498.70,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV.  Dayton. 
OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1982. 

Carey,  Sean,  W.,  Cleveland,  OH.  $4,534.02, 
CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE  UNIV, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY.  1988. 

Earle,  Bevery,  A..  Toledo,  OH,  $2,801.76, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO.  Toledo. 

OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP.  1984. 

Evans,  Catharine,  L,  Columbus,  OH, 
$39,900.84,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO. 
Toledo,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  FEB, 
1987. 

Flood,  Wanda,  G.,  Massillon,  OH,  $31,496.99, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Geddis,  Brenda, )..  Cleveland,  OH, 
$13,203.77,  SUNY  AT  BUFFALO,  Buffalo. 
NY,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 
Hearing,  Richard,  E.,  Columbus,  OH, 
$14,901.52,  UNIV  OF  ONCINNATI, 
Cincinnati,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987. 

Ho-a-Lim,  Frederick,  South  Euclid,  OH, 
$46,197.10,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 

1986. 

Howard  Jr.,  Frank,  E.,  Hamilton,  OH. 
$31,671.55,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV, 
Dayton,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG, 
1986. 

Jackson,  Steven,  Columbus.  OH,  $11,941.25, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus. 
OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 
Katsaros,  Demetrios,  Cleveland,  OH, 
$64,804.52,  CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL. 
North  Chicago.  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1990. 

Kelley-Harper,  Kimberly,  R.,  Columbus,  OH, 
$23,824.46,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV, 
Dayton.  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 


Kerr,  Bryant,  A.,  Cleveland,  OH,  $5,526.83, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE.  Louisville,  KY. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP,  1986. 

Keyes,  Kemmes,  Sandusky,  OH,  $40,115.38, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton.  OH, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1983. 

Lewis,  Carol,  E..  Cleveland,  OH,  $36,492.71, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF  MED. 

Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1988. 

Mays,  Dewey,  O..  Dayton,  OH.  $15,167.33, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY.  1981. 

McKnight,  Timothy,  J.,  Akron,  OH, 

$5,660.42,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1989. 

McSurdy,  Bruce,  J.,  Elyria,  OH,  $60,923.62, 
UNIV  OF  CINCINNATI.  Cincinnati,  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1990. 
Mundy-Washington,  De,  Dayton,  OH, 
$9,589.79,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton. 
OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 
Nemore  Jr.,  George,  Gncinnati,  OH. 
$25,874.01,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV, 

Dayton,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP, 
1985. 

Onyeneke,  Chuka,  D.,  North  Canton,  OH, 
$125,567.45,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
OHIO,  Toledo,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
FEB.  1988. 

Parks,  Derrick,  L.,  Dayton,  OH,  $5,695.74, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV.  Dayton.  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP,  1985. 
Passalacqua,  Paul,  L..  Toledo,  OH, 

$10,966.08,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO, 
Toledo.  OH.  Allopathic  Medicine,  OCT, 

1987. 

Pate.  Valerie,  Cleveland,  OH,  $69,702.28, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton.  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN,  1984. 

Perry,  Victor.  C.  Toledo.  OH.  $163,807.02, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO,  Toledo, 

OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Putzi,  Judith.  L.,  Cincinnati,  OH,  $95,396.0':, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV.  Dayton.  OH, 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN,  1984. 

Rice.  Ronald,  L..  Toledo.  OH.  $72,744.68. 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO.  Toledo, 
OH,  Alloj^thic  Medicine.  JUN.  1984. 
Rozier,  Frederick,  N.,  Columbus,  OH, 
$40,121.93,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Schaus,  Scott,  S..  Akron,  OH.  $18,450.07, 
NORTHEASTERN  OHIO  UNIV.  Rootstown, 
OH,  Allopathic  Medicine.  APR,  1988. 
Shook,  Scott,  L.,  Columbus,  OH,  $56,038.35, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton.  OH, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 

Spadafora,  Michael,  P.,  Cincinnati,  OH. 
$58,399.19,  UNIV  OF  CINCINNATI, 
Cincinnati.  OH.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 

1984. 

Walters,  Daniel,  H.,  Wyoming.  OH, 
$167,941.28,  UNIV  OF  CINCINNATI, 
Cincinnati,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN. 

1985. 

West,  Miguel,  S..  Trotwood,  OH,  $987.43, 
UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN.  Ann  Arbor,  Ml, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1982. 

White,  Linda,  L,  Marion,  OH,  $48,347.11, 
EAST  TENNESSEE  STATE  UNIV,  Johnson 
City,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 
Whitted,  Glenn,  E.,  Lorain,  OH,  $109,119.07, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO,  Toledo. 
OH.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1989. 


Williams,  Ronald,  L,  Monclova,  OH, 
$14,650.07,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  OHIO. 
Toledo,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 

1983. 

Wilson,  Pamela.  J..  Columbus,  OH, 

$33,973.23,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1985. 

Yates,  James,  E..  Coal  Grove,  OH,  $95,639.86, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton.  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN,  1988. 

Chiropractic 

Adams,  Stephen,  G.,  Portsmouth,  OH, 
$72,814.90,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Aitken,  Steven.  T.,  Cleveland,  OH, 

$45,264.74,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAR,  1989. 

Akinpelu,  Enoch,  A.,  Mason,  OH,  $11,331.13, 
LII^  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Beyer  Jr.,  Floyd,  E.,  Medina.  OH,  $65,742.28. 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic.  JAN,  1989 
Buckley,  John,  F.,  North  Canton.  OH. 
$75,472.11.  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic.  JUN,  1988. 

Burke-Evanoff,  Anne,  D.,  Westerville,  OH, 
$22,208.05,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic.  AUG,  1985. 

Campana,  Thomas,  M..  Cleveland,  OH. 
$48,889.76,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Cawley.  John,  J..  Cincinnati.  OH,  $1,337.38. 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic.  MAR,  1982. 
Cooke,  Jeffrey,  M..  Columbus.  OH, 

$25,212.55,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC.  1985. 

Cotter,  Paul.  B.,  Toledo,  OH.  $28,150.54, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 
Evanoff,  James,  M.,  Westerville,  OH, 
$3,868.04,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington.  MN. 
Chiropractic.  MAR,  1986. 

Fenstermaker,  Sarah,  L.,  West  Union.  OH. 
$11,576.36,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 

Fisher,  Jame,  A.,  Gahanna,  OH,  $90,661.33. 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  I  A,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 
Foy  Jr.,  James,  Cleveland,  OH,  $97,766.52. 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic.  FEB,  1987. 

Funk,  Barbara,  J.,  West  Salem,  OH, 
$49,435.28,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Hetzel,  William,  A.,  Peebles,  OH. 
$125,955.96,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO).  Kansas  City. 
MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Hosier,  Bryan,  K..  Cincinnat*  OH, 
$86,633.27,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO.  Chiropractic. 
SEP.  1988. 

Howard  Jr.,  Daniel,  L.,  Milford,  OH, 
$27,999.41.  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
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COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1987. 

Hunter,  Donald,  E.,  Fairborn,  OH,  S41, 346.80, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Kinney,  Lue,  B.,  Dayton,  OH,  $58,558.27, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  Oty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 

Laughbaum,  Kirk,  T.,  Akron,  OH,  $31,006.03, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Lawler,  Timothy,  K.,  Loveland,  OH, 
$39,751.38,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 

.  SEP,  1988. 

Leach,  Deborah,  L.,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
$30,269.43,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1988. 

Lorts,  Deanna,  1.,  Cincinnati,  OH,  $52,035.12, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 

McClain,  Donald,  W.,  Cleveland, OH, 
$26,113.62,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Millns,  Mark,  C.,  Norwalk,  OH,  $31 ,947.26, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 

Monbarren,  John,  W.,  Lakewood,  OH, 
$18,617.22,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1990. 

Moon,  ^th.  A.,  Painesvilie,  OH,  $21,250.89, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Nagode,  Dale,  A.,  Cleveland,  OH,  $2,875.57, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Oetzel,  Stephen,  L.,  Wilmington,  OH, 
$40,292.79,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  FEB,  1987. 

Scanlon,  Mark,  J.,  Cincinnati,  OH,  $4,507.47, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1991. 

Schoenman,  Kirk,  L.,  Dublin,  OH, 

$32,458.44,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1983. 

Schone,  Jerry,  O.,  Reynoldsburg,  OH, 
$4,007.17,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1988. 

Schumacher,  Douglas,  E.,  Dayton,  OH, 
$70,258.07,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Daugherty,  Paula,  G.,  Dayton,  OH,  $1,855.15, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton,  OH, 
Clinical  Psychology,  AUG,  1989. 

Howard,  Kimberly,  S.,  Springfield,  OH, 
$15,835.60,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV. 
Dayton,  OH,  Clinical  Psychology,  JAN, 

1987. 

Roldan,  Andre,  M.,  Trotwood,  OH, 
$73,182.24,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV, 
Dayton,  OH,  Clinical  Psychology,  AUG, 

1986. 

Turner,  Hugh,  A.,  Shaker  Heights,  OH, 
$18,269.76,  FLORIDA  INST.  OF 
TECHNOLOGY,  Melbourne,  FL,  Clinical 
Psychology.  AUG,  1984. 

Zureick,  Joel,  L,  Cleveland,  OH,  $3,380.93, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus, 
OH,  Clinical  Psychology,  AUG,  1987. 


Dentistry 

Boadi,  Abraham,  H.,  Tolecjo,  OH,  $9,841.95, 
UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE,  Louisville.  KY. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

Brightman,  Brenda,  B.,  East  Cleveland,  OH, 
$59,779.35,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Qeveland.  OH.  Dentistry.  MAY. 

1988. 

Buggs,  Keith,  E.,  Cleveland,  OH,  $4,432.26, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Cermak,  John,  J.,  Troy,  OH,  $4,494.39,  OHIO 
STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus,  OH. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Cleary  III,  James,  F..  Cincinnati,  OH, 
$42,468.10,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY, 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  FEB,  1986. 
Crawford,  Charles,  A.,  Columbus,  OH, 
$31,345.17,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1981. 
Custer,  Dennis,  J.,  Chippewa  Lake,  OH, 
$6,122.19,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY. 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 

Davis,  Michael,  E.,  Cleveland,  OH, 

$94,069.03,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Engel,  Todd,  K.,  Delaware,  OH,  $1,370.41, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago,  IL, 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 

Gross,  Bonnie,  J.,  Columbus,  OH,  $31,053.23, 
CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE  UNIV, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 
Heatow,  Roy,  L,  Ravenna,  OH,  $19,911.72, 
CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE  UNIV, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1984. 
Hnylka,  Celestine,  L.,  Maple  Heights,  OH, 
$125,148.73,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1987. 

Holiday,  Tanya,  M.,  Columbus,  OH, 
$29,357.43,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 
Jeffiries,  Christian,  T.,  Willoughby,  OH, 
$82,390.56,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN, 

1986. 

Jimerson,  Ruthie,  Youngstown,  OH, 
$172,809.34,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 
Jordan,  Martin,  E.,  Cleveland,  OH,  $5,012.22, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 

Labate,  Cathleen,  A.,  Akron,  OH.  $20,264.60, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY,  Columbus, 
OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Lancour,  Michelle,  M.,  Gahanna,  OH, 
$2,310.62,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY. 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1991. 
Lawson,  Gerald,  M.,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
$68,245.74,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  NOV,  1984. 
Lesinski,  Mary,  Catherine,  University 
Heights,  OH,  $12,188.13,  CASE  WESTERN 
RESERVE  UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry, 
MAY.  1985. 

Mack,  William,  E.,  Brookfield,  OH, 
$92,161.56,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY. 

1987. 

Marburger,  Garth,  J.,  Lake  Milton.  OH, 
$6,016.99,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY, 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  OCT,  1987. 
Mattson,  Kenneth,  D.,  Blu^on,  OH, 
$113,927.96,  LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY. 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Dentistry,  MAR,  1984. 


Mays,  Ealy,  Horton,  Dayton,  OH,  $89,069,25, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

McCune,  Thomas,  S.,  Cleveland,  OH, 
$108,661.03,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERV'E 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1989. 

McKoy,  Victor,  L.,  Reynoldsburg.  OH, 
$84,421.28,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY. 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
Meclosky,  Mark,  A.,  Beachwood,  OH, 
$26,912.82,  CREIGHTON  UNIV-BOYNE 
SCHOOL,  Omaha,  NE,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1985. 

Morgan,  Jackson,  P..  Chagrin  Falls,  OH, 
$7,139.08,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1988. 

Obester,  David,  A.,  Cincinnati,  OH. 
$114,087.23,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY. 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 
Robertson,  Edward,  N.,  Cleveland,  OH, 
$26,744.83,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland.  OH.  Dentistry.  SEP. 

1983. 

Slack,  Craig,  A.,  Columbus,  OH,  $16,712.34, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus. 
OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Smith,  Bradley,  M.,  Westerville,  OH, 
$4,405.71,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY, 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1990. 
Stewart,  Mark,  I.,  Akron,  OH,  $60,564.24, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN 
Dentistry.  JAN,  1986. 

.Stiggers  Jr..  Donald,  Cleveland,  OH, 

$4,046  80,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1990. 

Taylor,  Michael,  S.,  Columbus,  OH, 
$40,354.83,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston, 
MA,  Dentistry,  NOV,  1988. 

Thomas.  Robert,  Columbus,  OH,  $131,215.66, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Tranovich,  John,  R.,  West  Chester,  OH, 
$6,311.48,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY, 
Columbus,  OH,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
Villaire,  Matthew,  John,  Cleveland,  OH, 
$160,528.83,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1986. 

Walker,  Joseph,  C.  Cleveland,  OH, 
$32,533.70,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 
Zaun,  Timothy,  M.,  Lakewood,  OH, 
$24,731.70,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1988. 

Health  Administration 
Daniels,  Quincy,  C.,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
$8,535.01,  XAVIER  UNIV,  Cincinnati.  OH. 
Health  Administration,  DEC,  1988. 
Dickerson,  Gayle,  N.,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
$14,309.53,  XAVIER  UNIV,  Cincinnati. 
OH,  Health  Administration,  DEC,  1986. 
Jackson,  Cynthia,  E.,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
$5,294.59,  XAVIER  UNIV,  Cincinnati.  OH. 
Health  Administration,  DEC,  1987. 
Roquemore,  Dennis,  F.,  Duncan  Falls,  OH. 
$481.18,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY, 
Columbus,  OH,  Health  Administration, 
JUN,  1988. 
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Optometry 

Fanning,  )ohn,  F.,  Powell,  OH,  $5,320.43, 
SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY. 
Memphis,  TN,  Optometry,  JUL,  1983. 

Osteopathy 

Altic,  Stephen,  Hudson,  OH,  $46,944.19, 

OHIO  UNIV  ATHENS  BRANCH.  Athens. 

OH,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1982. 

Brody,  Francee,  A.,  Youngstown,  OH, 
$110,474.82,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1989. 

Garcia,  Roger,  Gahanna,  OH,  $14,118.32, 

OHIO  UNIV  ATHENS  BRANCH.  Athens, 

OH,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1985. 

Greene,  Larry,  J.,  Portsmouth,  OH, 

$20,777.85,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  ft  SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy, 
JAN,  1989. 

Hartwick,  Russell,  A.,  Wellston,  OH, 
$153,867.49,  UNIV  OF  NEW  ENGLAND. 
Biddeford,  ME,  Osteopathy,  JUN.  1986. 

Pharmacy 

Cognetti,  Richard,  A.,  Elida,  OH,  $8,035.64, 
OHIO  NORTHERN  UNIV.  Ada.  OH, 
Pharmacy,  MAY,  1990. 

Gary,  Mark,  T..  Fairfield.  OH,  $10,995.66, 
MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF  PHARMACY. 
Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1987. 

Mills,  Gregory,  S..  Pickeriiigton,  OH, 
$38,518.09,  OHIO  NORTHERN  UNIV,  Ada. 
OH,  Pharmacy,  AUG,  1988. 

Okunbor,  Friday,  Cleveland,  OH,  $9,582.23, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY,  Omaha,  NE. 
Pharmacy,  MAY,  1987. 

Vogel.  Joseph,  M.,  Lakewood,  OH, 

$40,575.02,  DUQUESNE  UNIVERSITY. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1987. 

Podiatry 

Anda,  Peter,  M.,  Twinsburg,  OH,  $22,927.88, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY.  1989. 
Ashdown,  Thomas,  P.,  Cortland,  OH, 
$77,516.12,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Chestang,  Leo,  A.,  Russell,  OH,  $141,071.21, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1984. 
Coffey.  Patrick,  A.,  Troy.  OH,  $89,687.56, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Day,  Clara,  Ruth,  Cleveland,  OH, 

$107,050.80,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY.  1988. 

Erkard  Jr.,  James,  T.,  Kent,  OH,  $30,305.30, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1982. 

Friday,  Steve,  M.,  Youngstown,  OH, 
$5,508.94,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1988. 

Glover,  Geraldine,  M..  Warrensville  Heights, 
OH,  $104,065.21,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Oeveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

'Gorisse,  Guy,  R.,  Cleveland,  OH,  $148,899.65, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Goss,  Samuel,  R.,  Cleveland,  OH,  $46,436.89, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1980. 


Kamavas,  Diana,  G.,  Cortland,  OH, 

$80,856.44,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Lichniak,  James.  E..  North  Ridgeville,  OH, 
$52,351.99,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1983. 

Lieberman,  S.,  Paul.  Qeveland,  OH. 
$48,393.44,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Lindsay,  Scott.  B..  Cleveland,  OH, 

$62,078.13,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft 
HEALTH  SQENCES.  Des  Moines,  lA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 

Minton,  Wayne,  E..  Cleveland,  OH. 
$185,095.52,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1990. 

Nicholas,  Donald,  R.,  North  Canton,  OH. 
$159,878.15.  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Otto,  David,  E..  Willoughby,  OH, 

$185,626.44,  OHIO  COLliGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry.  JUN,  1985. 

Perry,  Valerie,  J.,  Cleveland,  OH,  $10,873.95, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  DEC.  1989. 
Rodgers,  Larry,  A.,  Cleveland,  OH. 
$170,032.16,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Ruffin,  Julia,  Cincinnati,  OH,  $78,600.47, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1984. 
Schussler,  Jeffrey,  S.,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
$135,646.94,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  JUN.  1984. 

Shonkwiler,  Walter,  S.,  Westerville,  OH, 
$63.73,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC 
MED,  Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 
Siggers,  Ralph,  A.,  Berea,  OH,  $153,099.58, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH.  Podiatry,  APR,  1987. 
Turner,  Clifton,  D.,  Cleveland,  OH, 
$81,746.75,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 

Villier.  Carlton,  S.,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
$191,775.63,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY.  1984. 

Walker,  Kenneth,  R.,  Dayton,  OH,  $37,397.36, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Veterinary  Medicine 
Andrews,  Janice,  M.,  Columbus,  OH, 
$4,475.75,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI- 
COLUMBIA,  Columbia,  MO,  Veterinary 
Medicine.  JUL,  1987. 

Ekis,  Ginter,  Columbus,  OH,  $24,358.81, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Unsing, 
MI,  Veterinary  Medicine,  DEC,  1986. 
Emans,  Susan,  M.,  Columbus,  OH,  $3,363.68, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus. 
OH,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Firth,  Ava,  M.,  Columbus,  OH,  $6,498.97, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY,  Columbus, 
OH,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 
Patterson,  William,  H.,  New  Carlisle,  OH, 
$3,567.62,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East 


Lansing,  MI,  Veterinary  Medicine.  JUN, 

1985. 

Stant,  Susan,  E.,  Worthington,  OH,  $8,262.95, 
OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY.  Columbus. 

OH.  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1990. 

Oklahoma 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Beavers,  John,  E.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK. 
$15,011.03,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  SCI  CTR,  Oklahoma  City.  OK. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Berger,  Sally,  J.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$129,286.95,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  SCI  CTR,  Oklahoma  City.  OK. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1989. 

Bemey,  Joseph,  P.,  Enid,  OK,  $28,165.07, 

UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1985. 

Bhateley,  Ronda,  D.,  Tulsa,  OK,  $11,470.83, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR. 
Houston,  ’ra.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY. 
1990. 

Boschee,  Pamela,  F.,  Tulsa,  OK,  $7,201.88, 
UNIV  OF  NORTH  DAKOTA,  Grand  Forks. 
ND,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 
Fincher,  Mark,  L.,  Tulsa,  OK,  $19,273.06, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SCI  CTR. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Allopathic  Medicine. 
JUL.  1984. 

Gandy.  Paul,  S..  Pryor,  OK.  $59,583.68,  OHIO 
COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 

Cleveland,  OH.  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY,  1982. 

Samanie,  David,  K..  Edmond,  OK, 

$40,434.07,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS— MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Sims,  Cheiy’l,  D.,  Watonga,  OK,  $20,198.65, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SCI  CTR, 
Oklahoma  City.  OK,  Allopathic  Medicine. 
FEB,  1988. 

Sorenson.  Charles,  L,  Oklahoma  City,  OK. 
$201,027.47.  ST  LOUIS  UNIVERSITY.  St 
Louis.  MO.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 

1987. 

Viera,  Vivian.  Norman,  OK,  $142,340.53, 
PONCE  SCHOOL  OF  MEDICINE,  Ponce. 

PR,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984 
Woodhouse,  Juanita,  A..  Yukon,  OK, 
$13,211.22,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  SCI  CTR.  Oklahoma  City.  OK. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN,  1990. 

Young,  Mary.  J.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$19,173.69,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  SCI  CTR.  Oklahoma  City.  OK. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP,  1987. 

Chiropractic 

Billigmeier,  Arthur,  E.,  Oklahoma  City.  OK, 
$122,162.52,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO).  Kansas  City. 
MO,  Chiropractic.  FEB,  1986. 

Bundrick,  Doyle,  D.,  Edmond,  OK, 
$20,599.08,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City.  MO.  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1986. 

Carver,  John,  G.,  Perry,  OK,  $69,971.07, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1989. 
Collins,  Juquita,  L.,  Cushing,  OK,  $48,928.21, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City.  MO,  Chiropractic.  AUG,  1985. 
Cooper  Jr.,  Robert,  C.,  Sperry,  OK. 
$71,178.36,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
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CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1986. 

Cothran,  Lonnie,  A.,  Poteau,  OK,  $61,765.91, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Crockett,  James,  H.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$21,823.19,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

David,  Jack,  L.,  Boise  City,  OK,  $15,916.94, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC. 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1983. 

Goat,  Greg,  G.,  Oklahoma  City.  OK, 

$9,435.97,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1988. 

Gorton,  George,  F..  Hinton,  OK,  $34,217.61, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985 

Groden,  Stephen,  E.,  Tulsa,  OK,  $5,487.24, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982. 

Harms,  Eugene,  G.,  Ada,  OK,  $47,179.86, 

LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982. 

Henderson,  Raymond,  L,  Edmond,  OK, 
$66,633.79.  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
AUG,  1986. 

Jackson,  John,  D.,  Henryetta,  OK,  $74,023.86, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1986. 

Johns.  Dale,  L.,  Grant,  OK,  $3,005.43,  TEXAS 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  FOUNDATION, 
Pasadena,  TX,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Jones,  James.  A.,  Wynnewood,  OK,  $4,732.41, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Koleada,  Derwin,  H.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$66,338.16,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Lockhart,  Barry,  A.,  Tulsa,  OK,  $62,271.56, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1988. 

Maker  II,  James,  A.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$16,478.41,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1984. 

Mythen,  Michael,  P.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$57,913.48,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1986. 

O’Connell,  Randy,  R.,  Bartlesville,  OK, 
$11,346.08,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1983. 

Ratzlaff,  Leonard,  K.,  Glenpool,  OK, 
$2,534.87,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1984. 

Schrag,  Glenn,  P.,  Guthrie,  OK,  $86,274.59, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1986. 

Shuey,  Stephen,  C.,  Claremore,  OK, 
$1,089.50,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Stone,  Brett,  E.,  Poteau,  OK,  $64,938.64, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN.  1986. 

Wallace,  Owen,  Okiahoma  City,  OK, 
$11,979.70,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 


Dentistry 

Brown,  Theresa,  D.,  Lawton,  OK,  $18,303.07, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Davis,  Diedra,  A.,  Lawton,  OK,  $76,627.74, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1982. 

Goodwin,  Mark,  A.,  Tulsa,  OK,  $96,116.04, 
ORAL  ROBERTS  UNIV,  Tulsa,  OK. 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1985. 

Howell.  Richard,  W.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$9,563.20,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALin  Sa  CTR,  Oklahoma  City,  OK. 
Dentistry,  JAN,  1984. 

Johnson,  Tc^d,  K.,  Oklahoma  City.  OK, 
$24,428.43,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  sa  CTR,  Oklahoma  City.  OK. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Kempka,  Lloyd,  E.,  El  Reno,  OK,  $63,631.08, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 
WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 

McGm,  Amie,  D.,  Gore,  OK,  $37,230.89,  ' 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SQ  CTR, 
Oklahoma  Qty,  OK,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1986. 
McKeel,  W„  Wade,  Tulsa.  OK.  $7,589.89, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SCI  CTR. 
Oklahoma  Qty,  OK,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 
Potter,  Benny,  L,  Oklahoma  aty,  OK, 
$38,588.91,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  sa  CTR.  Oklahoma  Oty.  OK. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Shoeleh,  Vicki.  P.,  Washington,  OK, 
$90,264.08,  ORAL  ROBERTS  UNIV,  Tulsa. 
OK,  Dentistry,  OCT,  1989. 

Smith.  Curtis,  Oklahoma  City,  OK,  $8,133.03, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  Sa  CTR. 
Oklahoma  City.  OK,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 
Stieight,  John,  A.,  Ponca  City,  OK, 

$67,045.73,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  sa  CTR,  Oklahoma  aty,  OK, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Optometry 

Dalton,  William.  A.,  Norman,  OK, 

$31,197.84,  NORTHEASTERN  STATE 
UNIV,  Tahlequah,  OK,  Optometry.  MAY. 

1987. 

Howard,  Trina,  D.,  Norman,  OK,  $4,681.26, 
NORTHEASTERN  STATE  UNIV, 
Tahlequah,  OK,  Optometry.  MAY,  1984. 
Thompson,  Kristie,  L,  Cushing,  OK, 
$34,476.43,  NORTHEASTERN  STATE 
UNIV,  Tahlequah.  OK.  Optometry.  JUN, 

1986. 

Osteopathy 

Almack,  Richard,  C..  Oklahoma  Oty,  OK, 
$29,482.58,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  ft  SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1986. 

Crawford,  Jack,  Norman,  OK,  $18,832.99, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  ft 
SURGERY,  Tulsa.  OK.  Osteopathy.  MAY, 

1988. 

Howe,  Bruce,  V.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$2,781.99,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED 
ft  SURGERY,  Tulsa.  OK.  Osteopathy.  JUN, 
1984. 

Laughlin,  Sidney,  C.,  Shawnee,  OK, 
$61,026.57,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  ft  SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK.  Osteopathy. 
JUN,  1981. 

Mackey,  Cynthia.  H.,  Edmond,  OK, 
$206,434.19,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  ft  SURGERY.  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy. 
JUN,  1984. 


Manning,  Ralph,  E.,  Sand  Springs,  OK, 
$22,484.57,  KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OF  OST 
MED,  Kirksville,  MO,  Osteopathy,  MAR, 
1988. 

Miller,  Susan,  M..  Tulsa,  OK.  $46,994.83, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  ft 
SURGERY.  Tulsa.  OK,  Osteopathy,  JUN. 
1985. 

Morrison,  Paul,  D.,  Tulsa,  OK.  $13,239.07, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  ft 
SURGERY,  Tulsa.  OK.  Osteopathy,  MAY, 
1990. 

Pearman,  Darrell,  W.,  Tulsa,  OK,  $23,908.91, 
OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST  MED  ft 
SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy,  MAY, 

1988. 

Treadwell,  Stephen,  M.,  Healdton,  OK, 
$30,333.94,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  ft  SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy, 
MAY.  1989. 

Wiggins,  David,  E.,  Oklahoma  Qty,  OK, 
$66,194.15,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  ft  SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy, 
AUG.  1987. 

Zahasky  Jr..  James,  W.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$40,266.60,  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  ft  SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1986. 

Pharmacy 

Potts,  Patty,  J.,  Pauls  Valley,  OK,  $4,297.56, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SCI  CTR, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Pharmacy,  MAY, 

1990. 

Public  Health 

Codopony  Jr.,  Jackie,  L.,  Del  City.  OK, 
$7,374.04,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA, 
Oklahoma  aty,  OK,  Public  Health,  MAY, 

1987. 

Dibie,  Cyril.  N.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$1,303.74,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Public  Health,  DEC, 

1989. 

Ihekona,  Augustine,  E..  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$17,890.23,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Public  Health,  DEC, 
1985. 

Johnson,  Marvin,  E.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
$4,820.02,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Public  Health,  MAY, 

1988. 

Oregon 

Allopathic  Medicine 
Durham,  Maureen,  J..  Milwaukie,  OR, 
$49,278.56.  UNIV  OF  CONNECTICUT 
HEALTH  CTR,  Farmington,  CT.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Meyer.  James,  P..  Albany,  OR,  $86,533.33, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1986. 

Chiropractic 

Aver,  Reva,  B.,  Portland,  OR,  $99,055.59, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
Beuttler,  Cynthia,  M.,  Portland,  OR, 
$16,198.37,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic.  JUN,  1989. 

Boyd,  Patrick,  J.,  Eugene.  OR,  $5,871.39,  LIFE 
COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 
MAR,  1986. 
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Brown,  Lorin,  J.,  Beaverton,  OR,  $77,355.08, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 
Bums,  Charles,  L.,  Coos  Bay,  OR,  $45,313.21, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 
Butcher,  William,  C,  Forest  Grove,  OR. 
$8,926.38,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland,  OR, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 

Campbell,  Dennis,  L.,  Salem,  OR,  $50,554.00, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 
Cobum,  Hadachek,  S.,  Welches,  OR, 
$33,422.23,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland,  OR, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Conway,  Owen,  F.,  Portland,  OR,  $9,471.26, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  FEB,  1987. 
Cooper,  Steven,  M.,  Gresham,  OR, 

$32,780.69,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland,  OR, 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1990. 

Crandell,  Robyn.  G.,  Portland,  OR, 

$20,651.45.  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Davison.  Debra,  D.,  Portland,  OR,  $48,187.27, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 
Dawson.  Jay,  S.,  Portland,  OR,  $40,616.51, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland.  OR,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 
Donavon,  Gregory,  Portland,  OR,  $25,274.64, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 
Dreyer,  Je^y,  G.,  Or^on  City,  OR, 
$47,459.28,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Ellsworth,  Steven,  J.,  Tigard,  OR,  $88,830.02, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1986. 
Evans,  Jerry,  E.,  Eugene,  OR,  $75,935.96, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland.  OR,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 
Falk,  Harold,  S.,  Eugene,  OR,  $82,818.77, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 
Felker,  Jef^y,  S..  Portland,  OR,  $39,050.64, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 
Fields,  Stuart,  M.,  Portland,  OR,  $75,481.72, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  AUG.  1988. 
Gould,  Steven,  B..  Portland,  OR,  $18,622.01, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  NOV,  1984. 
Gratton,  Steven,  J.,  Lake  Oswego,  OR, 
$13,698.17,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Gray,  Susan,  D.,  Molalla,  OR,  $21,808.24, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 
Gross,  Rebrcca,  J.,  Gresham,  OR,  $2,779.11, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1991. 
Hartley,  William,  E.,  Portland,  OR, 
$33,914.66,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JUN.  1989. 

Hicks,  Brent,  M..  Portland,  OR,  $14,675.94, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 


Hundagen,  Joyce,  M.,  Portland,  OR, 

$28,260.27,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland,  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JUN.  1988. 

Huntley,  Norbert,  E..  Portland.  OR, 

$77,561.56,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Johnson,  Craig,  B.,  Scio,  OR,  $82,198.78, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1988. 

Jones,  Christine,  P.,  Bmverton,  OR, 

$46,549.03,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1988. 

Kendrick,  John,  C.,  Eugene,  OR,  $44,578.70, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland.  OR,  Chiropractic,  NOV,  1986. 
King,  Douglas,  R.,  Corbett,  OR,  $37,831.60, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland.  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 
Knight.  Ronald,  R.,  Portland,  OR,  $60,671.67, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 
Lofquist,  Ann,  M.,  Newberg,  OR,  $3,898.67, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 

Marshall,  David,  L,  Portland,  OR, 

$35,328.01,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Martin,  Thomas,  W.,  Portland,  OR, 
$32,071.20,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1984. 

Matthews,  Thalia,  P..  Portland,  OR, 
$20,049.72,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1988. 

Maurice,  Jack,  S.,  Bend,  OR,  $79,119.12, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1990. 
McBride,  Michael,  L.,  Salem,  OR,  $40,912.55, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 
Megyesi,  Ronald,  J.,  Portland,  OR,  $3,534.14, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1982. 
Muhr,  Frank,  F.,  Eugene,  OR,  $3,695.91,  LOS 
ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 
Murphy,  Sheila,  D.,  Portland,  OR, 

$53,606.38,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Newton,  Donald,  F.,  Portland,  OR, 
$17,087.34,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland,  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Palmblad,  Michael,  K.,  Hermiston,  OR. 
$53,403.81,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1985. 

Patten,  Joyce,  L.,  Ashland,  OR,  $37,951.93, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 
Raskin,  Becky,  R.,  Portland,  OR,  $8,131.96, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 
Rice,  Elaine,  M.,  Portland,  OR,  $25,655.36, 
WESTERN  STATES  CH1R0PR,\CT1C  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 
Rolland,  Steven,  B.,  Salem,  OR,  $116,727.27, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 


Schwartz,  Janice.  L.,  Eagle  Point,  OR, 
$18,186.45,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 

Scofield,  Leslie,  A.,  Springfield,  OR, 

$3,140.52,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Seitz,  Brian,  D.,  Forest  Grove,  OR, 

$41,050.77,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Sprauer,  Vincent,  C.,  Clackamas,  OR, 
$5,768.61,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Stoltz,  William,  D.,  Grants  Pass,  OR, 
$42,995.92,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Tamasky,  Gideon,  M.,  Salem,  OR, 

$17,872.79,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland,  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 

Templeton,  Joel.  A.,  Portland,  OR, 

$53,059.33,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland,  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Ulbrich,  George,  A.,  Portland,  OR, 

$11,373.06,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1983. 

Voigt,  Eric,  E.,  Hood  River,  OR,  $20,442.14, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC. 

1983. 

Wamer-Achtyes,  Denise,  Portland,  OR. 
$30,491.01,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland.  OR, 
Chiropractic.  AUG,  1985. 

West,  Weldon.  C..  Portland.  OR,  $63,931.23, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 
Wheeler.  Trev,  D..  Portland,  OR,  $93,781.77, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1989. 
White.  Daniel.  L..  Portland.  OR.  $65,191.33. 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 
Wooley-Noren,  Linda,  M.,  Portland,  OR, 
$48,083.72,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG.  Portland.  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Chamberlain,  Dennis,  H.,  Gresham,  OR, 
$13,377.65.  PAQFIC  GRAD  SCHOOL  OF 
PSYCHOLOGY.  Palo  Alto.  CA.  Clinical 
Psychology.  JUN,  1989. 

Dentistry 

Houghtaling,  Stephen,  W.,  Astoria,  OR, 
$17,474.96,  BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF 
DENTISTRY.  Dallas.  TX.  Dentistry.  JUL, 

1984. 

Hunter,  Cheryl,  D.,  Salem,  OR,  $40,768.68, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry,  JUN.  1986. 

Smith,  Michael,  J.,  Eugene,  OR,  $9,511.31, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington.  DC,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1984. 

Optometry 

Mellem,  Lisa,  G.,  Portland,  OR,  $455.82, 
PACIFIC  UNIVERSITY.  Forest  Grove.  OR. 
Optometry,  MAY,  1990. 
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Owsley,  Philip,  J..  Beaverton,  OR,  $22,397.00, 
PACIFIC  UNIVERSITY,  Forest  Grove,  CMl, 
Optometry,  (No  Separation  Date). 

Stine,  Gordon,  J..  Forest  Grove,  OR, 
$29,903.79,  PACIFIC  UNIVERSITY,  Forest 
Grove,  OR,  Optometry,  OCT,  1989. 

Tustin,  Kimberly,  A.,  Eugene,  OR, 

$128,291.85,  PENNSYLVANIA  OOLlfCX 
OF  OPTOMETRY.  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Optometry,  JUN,  1985. 

Osteopathy 

Manhart,  Mark.  W.,  Boring.  CHL  $13,598.96, 
CHICAGO  GOLLEGE  OF  OST  MED, 
Downers  Grove,  IL,  Osteopathy,  NOV, 

1983. 

Rosenbloom,  Frank,  S.,  Beaverton.  OR, 
$15,349.62,  OHIO  UNIV  ATHENS 
BRANCH.  Athens,  OH,  Osteopathy.  AUG, 

1984. 

Podiatry 

Bailey.  Brian.  K.,  North  Bend.  OR, 
$146,744.27,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1988. 

Caproitti,  Dale.  Clackamas,  OR.  $152,182.61, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED,  . 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Harper,  Harry,  J.,  Gresham,  OR.  $179,985.60, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1985. 

Zook,  Gerald.  Paul,  Eugene,  OR,  $28,005.52, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1984. 

Permsylvania 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Alleyne,  Garth,  I.,  Philadelphia,  PA,  $903.69, 
UNIV  OF  MICHIGAN,  Ann  Arbor.  MI, 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUL,  1983. 

Chavarria,  Kevin,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$144,747.41,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
AUG.  1985. 

Difrancesoo,  Eileen,  Philadelphia.  PA, 
$82,068.47,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1989. 

Fisher,  George,  E.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$59,527.89,  THOMAS  JEFFERSON 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  NOV,  1985. 

Gilroy,  Anne,  F.,  Ardmore,  PA,  $119,092.20, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  PA..  Philadelphia. 
PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1985. 

Gluck.  Daniel,  S.,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
$188,173.99,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY  SCH  OF 
MED,  Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1982. 

Guidotti,  Janice,  L,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$16,157.29,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 

Gyda,  Michael,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$76,973.78,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA.  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN,  1987. 

Hawkins,  William.  N..  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$73,580.32,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  APR, 
1990. 

Heller,  Barbara,  W.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$81,272.12,  UNIV  OF  reNNSYLVANIA, 
Philadelphia.  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1985. 


Hill,  James.  PhUadelidiia.  PA.  $37,650.52, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Allofiathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Howard,  Leslie,  A.,  Riiladelphia,  PA, 
$55,288.19,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medidne, 

JUL,  1986. 

Johnson,  Howard.  D.,  Bridgeville,  PA, 
$8,258.07,  PENN  STATE  UNIV— 

IffiRSHEY  MC,  Hershey,  PA,  Allopathic 
Medidne,  MAY,  1987. 

Jones,  Ronald,  M.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$19,418.26,  SUNY  AT  BUFFALO.  Buffalo, 
NY,  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN,  1988. 

Kardon,  Laurie,  A.,  Pittsburgh,  PA. 
$104,054.40,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG 
AND  HOSP  OF  PHILA.  PhUadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN,  1985. 

Levy,  Grace,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 

$99,324.86,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medidne, 

JUN.  1984. 

Mayemik,  Curtis,  V.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$106,608.17,  GEORGETOWN 
UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

McCormick,  Timothy,  P.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$155,785.66,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG 
AND  HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN,  1985. 

Miller.  Beverly.  C,  Phil^elphia,  PA, 
$3,461.78,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicirre, 

JUN,  1984. 

Mills,  Randell,  L.,  Lancaster,  PA,  $58,424.66, 
HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH,  Boston.  MA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1986. 

Montgomery,  Owen,  C,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$17361.90.  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Muruie,  Lawrence,  E.,  Hazleton,  PA, 
$22,376.31,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1982. 

Ndubisi,  Bonifoce,  U..  Hershey,  PA, 
$54,714.15,  TEXAS  TECH  UNIVERSITY, 
Lubbock,  IX,  Allopathic  Medidne,  JUN, 
1987. 

Pemikaff,  Barry.  J..  Kingston,  PA,  $15,647.95, 
PENN  STATE  UNIV— HERSHEY  MC, 
Hershey,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1982. 

Poleon,  Mercedes,  L,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$86,165.76,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Allopathic  Medidne,  AUG,  1984. 

Rafferty,  William,  J..  Woodlyn,  PA, 
$114,251.45,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1987. 

Samuels,  Trudy.  Philadelphia.  PA, 
$32,800.06,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OF  PHILA,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1986. 

Smith,  Paulette.  M.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$75,174.64,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  PA.. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medidne. 
JUL,  1988. 

Spencer.  Ronald,  W.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$70,154.40,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Na^ville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Stepnoski,  Raymond,  A.,  Doylestown,  PA, 
$12,510.78,  HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND 
HOSP  OP  PHILA,  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1986. 


Tumbeig,  Martha,  A.,  Stroudsburg,  PA, 
$26,463.50,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  PA.. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medidne, 

JUN.  1982. 

Walker,  Marcellus,  A.,  Honesdale,  PA, 
$278.08,  UNIV  OP  ILUNOIS-CHICAGO, 
Qiicago,  IL,  Allopathic  MedidrM,  JUN, 

1986. 

Ward,  Stephanie,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$5,231.95,  PENN  STATE  UNIV— 

HERSHEY  MC.  Hershey.  PA,  Allopethic 
Medidne,  MAY,  1980. 

Whitney,  Theodore,  R.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$26,448.07,  PENN  STATE  UNIV— 
HERSHEY  MC.  Hershey.  PA.  Allopathic 
Medidne,  MAY,  1988. 

Whyte,  Brian,  Philadelphia,  PA,  $6,902.65, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Williamson,  Fredrick,  D.,  York,  PA, 
$53,199.85,  MEDICAL  GOLLEGE  OF 
WI%.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medidne,  MAY,  1988. 

Wilson,  Larry,  J.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 

$115,332.78,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1985. 

Wynne,  Denise.  E.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$24,565.48,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1987. 

Chiropractic  > 

Bompiani,  Cataldo,  Greensburg,  PA,  $851.56, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropradic,  JUL,  1984. 

Brown,  ^ul,  W.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$93,112.66,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE,  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 
DEC,  1985. 

Capilli,  Michael,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$23,255.19,  CLEVELAND  CHlROHtACTlC 
CLG  (MOJ,  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1987. 

Dinardo,  Anthony,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$24,021.82,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHLROPRATIC,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropradic, 
MAY,  1984. 

Ecola,  Michael,  J..  Butler,  PA,  $5,805.65, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRATIC, 
Lombard,  IL,  Chiropradic,  AUG,  1986. 

Fisher,  Gene,  R.,  Emporium,  PA,  $23,214.70, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropradic,  DEC,  1985. 

Francis,  Elroy,  Philadelphia,  PA,  $64,419.86, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield.  MO,  Chiropradic,  AUG,  1985. 

George,  Robert,  E..  Meadviile,  PA, 

$25,974.27,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  LA, 
Chiropradic,  DEC,  1987. 

Gregory,  Russell,  C..  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$7,129.91,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
STRAIGHT  CHIRO,  Horsham,  PA. 
Chiropradic.  AUG,  1991. 

Hanes,  Robert,  B.,  King  Of  Prussia.  PA, 
$8,995.72,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropradic,  APR,  1984. 

Home,  Patricia.  A.,  Fort  Washington,  PA, 
$60,87^88,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JUN,  1987. 

Kalp,  Kathy,  A.,  Jones  Mills,  PA,  $33342.29. 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OP  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropradic,  SEP,  1985. 
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Labane,  Scott.  D..  Lancaster,  PA,  $9,599.88, 
PALMER  C»LLBGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic.  JUN,  1986. 
Medori,  John,  Feasterville,  PA.  $25,778.07, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Seneca  Falls,  NY.  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 
Meyers  Jr.,  Gene,  L.,  Delmont,  PA, 

$14,389.72,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic.  MAR,  1985. 

Miller,  John,  W..  Pittsburgh,  PA,  $28,792.04, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JLIL,  1987. 
Mistretta,  Jo^,  P.,  Paoli,  PA,  $43,833.17, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA.  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 
Norpel,  Joseph.  W.,  Erdenheim,  PA, 
$78,781.76,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  NOV.  1987. 

Null,  Michael,  D.,  Wexford,  PA,  $46,065.72, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  lA.  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 
Ragan,  Howard,  W.,  Drexel  Hill,  PA, 
$6,004.65,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic.  APR,  1986. 

Reilly,  Jennifer.  G..  Fleetwood,  PA, 
$36,274.74.  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Roebuck,  James,  N.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$56,987.10,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 

Ross,  R^r,  A.,  Wallingford,  PA,  $42,364.71, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterheld,  MO.  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 
Saunders,  James,  P.,  Wallingford,  PA, 
$62,781.23,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Lombard,  IL. 

Chiropractic.  MAY,  1983. 

Savelli,  Christine,  A.,  Bethlehem,  PA, 
$23,445.66,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  Dl^.  1988. 

Skirpan,  Frank,  T.,  Shippensburg,  PA, 
$30,996.06,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR.  1984. 

Solomon,  Joy,  S.,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  $17,217.79, 
UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  NOV,  1989. 

Stasko,  Edward,  G.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$27,325.84,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Storer,  John.  W.,  Camp  Hill.  PA,  $42,817.24, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
ChesterBeld,  MO,  Chiropractic.  AUG,  1986. 
Torpey,  Karen,  L.  York,  PA,  $15,059.81, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 
Wachter,  John,  P.,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  $60,239.55, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  OCT,  1984. 
Waite,  William,  C,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$24,879.85,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  KMY,  1982. 

WakeBeld,  William.  C.  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$4,852.79,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic.  JUN.  1985. 

Waldmw,  Andrew,  D.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 

.  $25,987.26,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic.  JUN,  1988. 


Young,  Karen^,  New  Hope,  PA,  $59,945.83, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO).  ' 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Brando,  Nora,  Hulmeville,  PA,  $6,890.23, 
HAHNEMANN  UNIVERSITY, 

Philadelphia,  PA,  Clinical  Psychology, 

JUN,  1990. 

Morris,  Russell,  D.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$31,660.27,  ADELPHI  UNIVERSITY. 

Garden  City,  NY,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN, 
1987. 

Mouzon,  Laquetta,  O.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$14,038.39,  HAHNEMANN  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Clinical  Psychology, 

JUN,  1988. 

Pino,  Hector,  E..  Philadelphia,  PA,  $7,648.06, 
HAHNEMANN  UNIVERSITY, 

Philadelphia,  PA,  Qinical  Psychology, 

JUN.  1985 

Dentistry 

Barksdale,  Gregory,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$22,089.10,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1980. 
Berger,  David,  L,  Wampum,  PA,  $34,094.55, 
UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH,  Pittsburgh.  PA. 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1985. 

Bigdeli,  Javad,  Narberth,  PA,  $18,420.93, 
COLUMBIA  UNIV,  HEALTH  SQENCES, 
New  York,  NY,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
Blake.  John,  L.,  Wellsboro,  PA,  $68,014.40, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1985, 

Brown,  Glenn,  A.,  Media,  PA,  $50,724.74, 
UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA,  Philadelphia, 
PA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Bume  Jr.,  James,  P.,  Dunmore,  PA,  $6,530.70, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSrrY, 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 
Bursich,  Thomas,  R.,  Erie,  PA,  $8,822.56, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SCI  CTR. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 
Butler  III,  Hubert,  E.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$92,794.87,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 
Checker,  Laurence,  G.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$29,005.32,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1985. 
Chomiak,  Joseph,  J.,  Connellsville,  PA, 
$23,770.72,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV.  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1984. 

Dempsey,  Dina,  L.,  Erie,  PA,  $33,862.78, 
UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH,  Pittsburgh.  PA, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Dodd,  William,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$33,031.51,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 
Filipczyk,  Celeste,  A.,  West  Chester,  PA, 
$3,246.23,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 
Harrison,  Carl,  J.,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  $19,472.86, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 

Henry,  Randy,  S.,  Indiana,  PA,  $121,358.67, 
UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH,  Pittsburgh.  PA, 
Dentistry.  AUG,  1987. 

Hilinski,  Mark,  A.,  Wilkes-Barre,  PA, 
$23,362.57,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 
Hoppes,  Elaine,  M.,  Tamaqua,  PA, 
$61,092.61,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia.  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 
Jackson,  Pamela,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
$8,171.34,  VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH 


UNIV-MCV,  Richmond.  VA.  Dentistry, 

APR,  1984. 

Jerrett,  David.  P..  Pittsburgh,  PA,  $95,632.90, 
UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH,  Pittsburgh.  PA. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Koch,  Robert,  E.,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  $83,247.38, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY.  Philadelphia.  PA, 
Dentistry,  JAN.  1987. 

Kohl.  Donald.  J..  York.  PA.  $39,345.37,  UNIV 
OF  PITTSBURGH,  Pittsburgh.  PA. 

Dentistry,  DEC,  1986. 

Kompa,  Thomas.  M.,  Allentown,  PA, 
$18,607.93,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA.  Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Lax,  Jonathan,  M.,  Norristown,  PA,  $419.97, 
UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA.  Philadelphia. 
PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1982. 

Liggett,  William.  H.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$14,266.97,  HARVARD  SCHOOL  OF 
DENTAL  MEDIQNE,  Boston.  MA, 

Dentistry,  JUN,  1991, 

Marchand,  Edward,  M.,  Klntnersville,  PA. 
$2,172.66,  UNIV  OF  MED  ft  DENT  OF  NJ— 
DENTAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Dentistry,  JUN, 

1983. 

McGettigan,  Brian,  F.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$26,330.24,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  MAR,  1985. 
Meehan,  Maureen,  T.,  Slatington,  PA, 
$73,716.64,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1988. 
Miller,  Alan,  K.,  Monroeville,  PA, 

$10,189.54,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  SEP,  1982. 
Miller,  Yvonne,  O.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$35,246.71,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 
Mitchell,  Albert.  B.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$53,659.00,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 
Monsman,  John,  E.,  Latrobe,  PA,  $38,257.69, 
UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH,  Pittsburgh.  PA. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 

Neilson,  Laurel,  A.,  Media,  PA,  $6,321.07, 
UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA.  Philadelphia, 
PA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1980. 

Patterson,  Gregory,  A.,  Keisterville,  PA, 
$22,903.71,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1988. 
Perrino,  Gary,  L.  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$74,166.86,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  APR.  1984. 
Petley,  Patrick,  J.,  Bethel  Park,  PA, 
$43,086.45,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Dentistry,  FEB,  1985. 
Pizolato,  Jesse,  A.,  Coatesville,  PA, 
$22,558.90,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1987. 
Pluto,  Eugene,  M.,  Greensburg,  PA. 
$61,490.61,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH, 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1985. 
Poland,  Dennis,  L.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$14,130.94,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 
Powell,  Carlton,  F.,  Melrose  Park,  PA, 
$35,840.38,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 
Province,  Susan,  L.,  Somerset,  PA,  $8,028.64, 
UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  , 
Dentistry,  DEC,  1986. 

Robinson,  Harold,  L.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$34,962.27,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA.  Dentistry,  JAN,  1988. 
Runco,  Timothy,  J.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$55,490.16,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH, 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 
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Rushin.  Dwid,  W.,  Shavertoim,  PA. 
$25,206.51,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Pliiladfllpfaia,  PA.  Dmtistry,  JAN,  1989. 
Scarp*  Jr.,  Peter,  D.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$6,641.88,  GEORGETOWN  UNTVERaTY, 
Washington.  DC,  Dentistry.  OCT,  1985. 
Semelsbeqer,  Richard, ).,  I^iiadelphia,  PA, 
$18,009.13,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Phiiadelpdiia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Shaw,  Linda, ).,  Gliid«vyne,  PA.  $10,421.45, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1967. 

Shepler,  Rena,  M..  Latrobe,  PA,  $17,141.36, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY.  Philadelidlia,  PA. 
Dentistry,  JAN,  1988. 

Steidle,  David,  R.,  Huntingdon,  PA. 
$18,646.14,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1982. 
Stigora,  Leonard,  J.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$43,652.35,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 
Tanski-Yudichak,  Connie,  A..  Plymouth.  PA, 
$72,580.59,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1987. 
Toncini,  Mark,  G.,  Freeport,  PA,  $36,963.37, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY.  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Dentistry,  raC,  1981. 

Urquhart,  Qiarles,  N.,  Philadelf^ia,  PA, 
$46,264.14,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washingtcm,  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 
Wasilko,  Thomas,  J.,  White  Oak,  PA, 
$11,339.93,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 
Yudichak,  Jcdin,  M.,  Plymouth,  PA, 
$88,805.79,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1988. 

Optometry 

Barron,  Timothy,  J.,  Erie,  PA.  $13,021.60, 
PENNSYLVANIA  COLLEGE  OF 
OPimiETRY,  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Optometry,  MAY,  1981. 

Thomas,  Mary,  Jo,  Uniontowm,  PA, 
$13,612.03,  PENNSYLVANIA  COLLEGE 
OF  OPTOMETRY.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Optometry,  MAY,  1986. 

Osteopathy 

Brenneis,  Gerard,  Staron,  PA,  $24,619.05, 
KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OF  OST  MED, 

KirksviUe,  MO,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 
Brown,  SheUa,  V.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$16,825.92,  PHILAIKLPHIA  COLLEGE  OF 
OST  MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN.  1987. 

Cohn,  Mitchell,  A.,  Harrisburg,  PA. 
$166,601.79,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Des  Moines,  lA, 
Osteopathy.  OCT,  1986. 

Conix,  Pwtia,  Phila^lfdtia,  PA,  $70,567.20, 
PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1989. 
David,  Izola,  Philadelphia,  PA.  $19,638.30. 
PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED, 
Philadelphia.  PA.  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1986. 
Dubiel,  Hemy,  J..  Levittown,  PA,  $25,415.41, 
PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED. 
Philadelphia.  PA.  Ostet^thy,  JUN,  1984. 
Johnscm,  Lucinda,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
$12,213.61,  PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF 
OST  MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Osteopathy, 
JAN,  1987. 

Justofin,  Cliristopher.  D.,  Hazleton,  PA. 
$120,325.32,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Kairsas  Qty,  MO.  Osteopathy, 
MAY,  1989. 


Lewis,  James,  Chester,  PA,  $29,092.47, 
miLAIKLPHIA  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Osteopetby,  MAR,  1987. 
Wilson,  Terri,  D.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$41,937.38,  PHILADELPHIA  COLLEGE  OF 
OST  MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Osteopathy. 
JAN,  1987. 

Pharmacy 

Abanzukwe,  Joy,  I.,  Philadelj^ia,  PA, 
$16,505.94,  PHILADELPHIA  CLG  OF 
FHARM  SCI,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Pharmacy, 
MAY,  1987. 

Angel,  Marilyn,  W.,  Greensburg,  PA, 
$19,887.69,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH, 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1987. 
Chang,  Christine,  H.,  Hatfield,  PA,  $140.55, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA,  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1987. 
Daniels,  Ronald,  W.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$11,147.70,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA.  Pharmacy,  JUN.  1986. 
Dommermuth,  Timothy,  A.,  Erie.  PA, 
$2,320.45,  PHILAE^JHIA  CLG  OP 
PHARM  sa,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Pharmacy. 
MAY,  1981. 

Eichinger,  Rosemarie,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
$6,6524)9.  PHILADELPHIA  CLG  OF 
PHARM  sa,  niiladelphia,  PA,  Pharmacy. 
JUN,  1985. 

Golock,  Donna,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  $9,541.14, 
DUQUESNE  UNIVERSITY.  Pittsburgh,  PA. 
Pharmacy,  MAY,  1986. 

McDufiy,  James,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$40,111.46,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1983. 
Raju,  Joseph,  Philadelphia,  PA,  $18,033.42, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelf^ia,  PA. 
Pharmacy,  MAY,  1986. 

Replogle,  Karen,  E.^  Shippensburg,  PA. 
$1,988.12,  ST  LOUIS  CLG  OF 
PHARMACY.  St  Louis,  MO,  Miarmacy, 
MAY,  1987. 

Rivers,  Constanoel.  Philadelphia,  PA. 
$3,748.87,  TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  I%annacy,  MAY,  1989. 
Shuda.  Michael,  R..  Bala  Cynwyd,  PA, 
$12343.73.  TEMPLE  UNI  VERITY, 
Philadelphia,  PA.  niarmacy.  MAY,  1988. 

Podiatry 

Acello,  Robert,  L..  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$49,377.92,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OT 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH. 
Podiatry,  MAY,  1986. 

Anderson.  Gwendol)fn,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$21,188.51,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1988. 

Belin,  Algier,  S.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$34,221.89,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Philadel[^ia,  PA, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Danczak,  iK^chael,  E.,  Phoenixville,  PA, 
$31,529.68,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland.  OH. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1985. 

Daniels,  Patricia,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$96,563.21,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Phiiadel[diia.  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUL,  1986. 

Feuer,  Reva,  Philadelphia.  PA,  $7,620.61, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC 
MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Podiatry.  JUN, 
1986. 

Frazier,  Kathalyn,  G.,  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
$129,432.62,  OHIO  OOIXEGE  OP 


P(H»ATR1C  MED.  Cleveland,  CW. 

Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Goldberg,  Sheldon,  J.,  I%ilade){diia,  PA, 
$64,281.09,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  0¥ 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Philadelfdiia,  PA, 
Podiatry.  JUN,  1981. 

Jacobs,  Bradford,  J.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$23,043.58,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OP 
PODIATRIC  MED,  PhiUdelphia,  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUL,  1984. 

Kelly,  Bruce,  Philadelphia,  PA,  $65,748.83, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  PCX)  MED. 
Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 

Lauer,  Rick,  L.,  York,  PA,  $254,324.19, 
CAUFORNIA  CLG  OF  PCM}  MED.  San 
Framdsco.  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 
Lindley,  Firauik,  A.,  Philadelidiia,  PA, 
$15389.50.  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philaddfdiia,  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Ly,  Hung,  V.,  Laiicaster.  PA.  $57310.93, 
OHIO  (X)LLE(X  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Qeveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 
Nelson,  Joseph.  Huntingdon  Valley,  PA, 
$114,818.14,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Oeveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1983. 

Peterson,  Kirby,  K..  Philadelphia,  PA. 
$50,140  58,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  (}P 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Rabinowitz,  Jeff,  A.,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$33,500.11,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  CH? 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Rosolowicz,  Catherine,  A.,  Pottstown,  PA, 
$7347.06,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  aeveland,  CM. 
Podiatry.  JUN,  1984. 

Rusnak,  Jeanmarie,  Newtown,  PA, 
$46,611.19,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  CM' 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Smith,  Richard,  G.,  Bensalem,  PA, 
$31,665.13,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  aeveland,  OH, 
Podiatry.  MAY,  1979. 

Stem,  Joel,  G.,  Miquon,  PA,  $69,675.72, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  Cff  PCffilATRIC 
MED,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Podiatry.  JUN, 
1987, 

Ward,  William,  F..  Norristown,  PA, 
$6,163.99,  PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Philadel(diia.  PA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1989. 

Weitzen,  Juli,  A.,  Nmristown,  PA,  $1347.15, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  PODIATRIC 
MED,  Philadelphia.  PA.  Podiatry.  JUN. 
1987. 

Wildes.  Ellen,  K.,  Dallas,  PA.  $70,665.09, 
(i\UFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA.  Podiatry,  AUG,  1085. 

Public  Health 

Ditommaso,  Richard,  A..  Pittsburgh,  PA. 
$4,583.72,  UNIV  OP  PITTSBURGH, 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1986. 
Lamothe,  Lissa,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$16,043.56,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Public  Health,  JUL,  1902. 

Lee,  Margaret,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  $6,066.02, 
YALE  UNIV  DEPT  OF  EPID  &  PH,  New 
Haven,  CT,  Public  Health,  MAY,  1090. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Giles,  Beverly,  A.,  Philadelphia.  PA, 
$8,139.40,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 
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Philadelphia,  PA,  Veterinary  Medicine, 

DEC,  1988. 

Green,  Debra,  D..  niiladelphia,  PA, 

$48,586.07.  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Veterinary  Medicine, 

)UN,  1985. 

Henderson  II,  Bernard,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
$5,701.31,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 

Herring.  Mollie,  E.,  Sewickley,  PA. 

$22,358.08,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Veterinary  Medicine, 

DEC,  1983. 

Puerto  Rico 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Acty-Lindsey,  Audria,  B.,  San  )uan,  PR, 
$28,167.72,  MEHARRY  MED  CCH.LEGB. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  |UN, 
1985. 

Alvarez,  Manuel,  San  Juan,  PR,  $39,686.78, 
UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO-MED  SCI 
CAMPUS,  San  Juan,  PR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1983. 

Caro,  Joseph,  B.,  Utuado,  PR,  $55,105.16, 
MEIMCAL  COLLEGE  OF  WISC., 

Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1984. 

ChiprouL  Elly,  Vega  Baja,  PR,  $80,503.09. 
UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL  CARIBE, 
Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1989. 

Cruz-Rodriguez,  Raul,  F.,  San  Juan,  PR, 
$1,967.08,  UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL 
CARIBE,  Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN.  1983. 

Fernandez,  Aileen,  C.  San  Juan,  PR, 
$17,289.16,  UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL 
CARIBE,  Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Gutman,  Jose,  F.,  Ponce,  PR,  $32,443.90, 
UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL  CARIBE, 
Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1988. 

Martin  Lissabet,  Juan,  Alberto,  Bayamon,  PR, 
$49,627.53,  UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL 
CAMBE,  Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JAN,  1988. 

Martinez,  Marisol,  Ponce,  PR,  $51,190.86, 
PONCE  SCHOOL  OF  MEDIQNE,  Ponce, 

PR,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Perez,  Maldonado.  N.,  Rio  Piedras,  PR, 
$7,070.41,  UNIV  OF  PUERTO  MGO-^ED 
SCI  CAMPUS.  San  Juan,  PR.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Pino,  Wilbert,  B.,  Rio  Piedras,  PR, 

$82,344.05,  PONCE  SCHOOL  OF 
MEDICINE.  Ponce,  PR.  Allopathic 
Medicine',  MAY,  1987. 

Reyes,  Samuel.  Cayey,  PR,  $22,428.64, 
UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL  CARIBE, 
Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC, 
1983. 

Valentin,  Jaime,  L.,  Mayaguez,  PR, 
$18,380.20,  UNIVERSIDAD  CENTRAL  DEL 
CAMBE,  Bayamon,  PR,  Allopathic' 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Villeta,  Jalien,  G.,  Rio  Piedras,  PR, 

$82,938.78,  PONCE  SCHOOL  OP 
MEDICINE,  Ponce.  PR,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Zabala,  Armando,  Rio  Piedras,  PR, 
$69,802.37,  UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS— 
CHICAGO.  Chicago.  IL,  Allopathic 
Medicine.  JUL.  1986. 


Chiropractic 

Irizarry.  Cesar,  A.,  Ponce.  PR.  $36,168.06, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls.  NY,  Chiropractic.  DK],  1987. 
Rodrigeuz,  Felix,  C^uas,  PR,  $26,008.76, 
NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE, 
Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Qiiropractic,  APR,  1982. 

Dentistry 

Qntonclos,  Sonia.  M.,  Guaynabo.  PR, 
$18,245.32.  UNIV  OP  PUERTO  RIOO- 
MED  Sa  CAMPUS,  San  Juan.  PR, 

Dentistry.  MAY,  1983. 

Claudio-Vazquez,  Jose,  J.,  Caguas,  PR, 
$10,969.07,  UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO— 
MED  sa  CAMPUS,  San  Juan,  PR, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1980. 

Colon  Honda,  Rafael,  Caguas,  PR,  $30,287.36, 
UNIV  CM?  PUERTO  RICO-MED  SQ 
CAMPUS,  San  Juan.  PR.  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1983. 

Garcia  Hernandez,  Wanda.  I..  San  Juan,  PR, 
$56,697.11,  UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO- 
MED  sa  CAMPUS,  San  Juan.  PR, 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1985. 

Jimenez-Gonzalez,  Carlos,  F..  Guayama,  PR, 
$16,370.63,  UNIV  OT  PUERTO  RICO- 
MED  sa  CAMPUS.  San  Juan,  PR, 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1981. 

.  Latalladi,  Luz,  H.,  Patillas,  PR,  $147,338.79, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY,  Milwaukee, 
WI.  Dentistry.  AUG,  1988. 

Martinez,  Gustavo,  Guaynabo.  PR,  $5,740.36, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington.  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990, 
Mullen,  Francis.  D..  Guaynabo.  PR, 
$116,456.94,  UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO- 
MED  sa  CAMPUS,  San  Juan,  PR, 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1982. 

Pales,  Jaime,  M.,  Dorado,  PR,  $19,852.18, 
UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO-MED  Sa 
CAMPUS.  San  Juan,  PR.  Dentistry,  JUN, 

1981. 

Pellicer,  Norberto,  Carolina,  PR,  $30,347.36, 
UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO-MED  Sa 
CAMPUS.  San  Juan.  PR.  Dentistry.  MAY. 

1982. 

Perez,  Hector,  L.,  Rio  Piedras,  PR,  $3,612.42, 
NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY,  New  York,  NY. 
Dentistry,  OCT,  1991. 

Rogers,  Larry,  B.,  Santurce,  ra.  $19,365  17, 
UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED  CENTER. 
Jackson,  MS,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1984. 
Rosario,  Graciela,  Cayey,  PR.  $9,053.18, 
UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO-MED  SCI 
CAMPUS,  San  Juan,  PR,  Dentistry,  JUN, 

1982. 

Sanchez,  Felix,  Rio  Grande.  PR,  $32,375.30, 
UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO-MED  Sa 
CAMPUS,  San  Juan,  PR,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1981. 

Soto,  Luis,  O..  Carolina,  PR,  $33,244.17, 
UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO-MED  Sa 
CAMPUS,  San  Juan,  PR,  Dentistry,  JUN, 

1983. 

Vazquez,  Danny,  E.,  Bayamon.  PR. 
$21,885.91,  UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO- 
MED  sa  CAMPUS.  San  Juan.  PR, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 

Vega,  Carlm,  P..  Rio  Piedras,  PR,  $13,664.33, 
UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO-MED  SQ 
CAMPUS,  San  Juan,  PR,  Dentistry,  JUN, 
1980. 

Ppfomrtiy 

Dejesus,  Jose.  M..  Santurce,  PR,  $19,430.51, 
INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF  PUERTO 


RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry,  MAY, 

1987. 

Galva  Rodriguez,  Marc,  Arecibo,  PR, 
$37,867.37,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry. 
MAY,  1988. 

Latorre-Alvarado,  Victor,  Luis,  San  Juan,  PR, 
$29,686.81,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry, 
AUG.  1986. 

Lopez  Aleman,  Miguel,  Trujillo  Alto,  PR, 
$70,508.62,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PUERTO  RlCO.  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry, 
MAY,  1992. 

Montalvo-Quinones,  Ernesto,  T.,  Rio  Piedras. 
PR,  $54,849.06,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV 
OF  PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan.  PR. 
Optometry,  MAY,  1986. 

Montanez,  Carlos,  W.,  Mayaguez,  PR, 
$49,539.90,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry, 
MAY.  1986, 

Morales-Ruiz,  J..  O.,  Bayamon,  PR, 
$115,301.35,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry, 
MAY.  1987. 

Moreno,  Fernando,  O.,  Catano,  PR, 
$33,387.79,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry, 
JUN.  1985. 

Moux-Davila,  Lines,  M.,  Morovis,  PR, 
$30,595.66,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan.  PR,  Optometry, 
MAY,  1989. 

Padilla-Torres,  Carlos,  Ponce,  PR,  $45,279.88, 
INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF  PUERTO 
RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry,  MAY, 
1984. 

Perez-Davila,  Maria,  G.,  Rio  Piedras,  PR, 
$50,420.92,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry, 
JUL,  1984. 

Rivera,  Luis,  F.,  San  Juan,  PR,  $34,285.04, 
INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF  PUERTO 
RICO.  San  Juan.  PR,  Optometry,  MAY, 

1988. 

Rivera,  Axel,  E.,  Rio  Piedras,  PR.  $56,652.99, 
INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF  PUERTO 
RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry,  MAY. 

1989. 

Rodriguez,  Maria,  J.,  San  German,  PR, 
$30,708.44,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PU^TO  RICO,  San  Juan.  PR.  Optometry. 
MAY.  1989. 

Soto-Medina,  Barry,  D..  Guaynabo,  PR, 
$86,404.63,  INTER  AMERICAN  UNIV  OF 
PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan,  PR,  Optometry, 
JUN.  1985. 

Podiatry 

Rivera,  Wilfiredo,  R.,  Santurce,  PR, 
$136,664.22,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 
Podiatry,  MAY,  1987. 

Public  Health 

Flores,  Luis,  A.,  San  Juan,  PR,  $28,339.50, 
UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH.  Pittsburgh.  PA, 
Public  Health.  AUG.  1983. 

Landron,  Eva,  Hato  Rey,  PR,  $12,421.68, 
UNIV  OF  PUERTO  RICO,  San  Juan.  PR. 
Public  Health,  MAY,  1980. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Carbo,  Sandra,  Canovanas.  PR,  $20,713.41, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY,  Tuskegee 
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Instifu(fc  ei  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 
1986 

Iriarte,  Ceissano,  M.,  Rio  Piedras,  PR, 

$72,683 -'♦h  rUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  APR,  1983. 

Rhode  Island 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Aheam,  Jennifer,  A.,  Little  Compton,  RI, 
$17,759.97,  BROWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Providence,  RI,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1984. 

Bergus,  Boris,  O.,  Smithheld,  RI,  $4,600.74, 
HARVARD  UNFV  MED  SCH,  Boston,  MA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Gunn,  Archibald.  F.,  Middletown,  RI, 
$19,604.52,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ 
CTR,  Houston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
OCT,  1984. 

Powers,  Arnold,  A..  Providence,  RI, 

$8,392.68,  BROWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Providence,  RI,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1985. 

Stewart,  Darryl.  Providence,  RI,  $20,653.40, 
BROWN  UNIVERSITY,  Providence,  RI, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Dentistry 

Bhattacharya,  Lalita,  Warwick,  RI, 

$54,940.54,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Health  Administration 

Tiemo,  Vincent,  D.,  Providence,  RI, 

$8,775.61,  XAVIER  UNIV,  Cincinnati,  OH, 
Health  Administration,  MAY,  1988. 

Optometry 

Estrada,  Rolando,  Cranston,  RI,  $12,072.26, 
NEW  ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston,  MA,  Optometry, 
MAY,  1989. 

Pharmacy 

Handren,  Michelle,  S.,  Bristol,  RI,  $9,207.99, 
MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF  PHARMACY. 
Boston,  MA,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1988. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Ballou,  Sarah,  A.,  Providence,  RI,  $22,552.30, 
UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA.  Philadelphia. 
PA,  Veterinary  Medicine,  K^Y,  1983. 

Crossman,  Dorothy,  J.,  Smithheld,  RI, 
$41,143.63,  TUFTS  UNIVERSITY,  Boston. 
MA,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

South  Carolina 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Campbell,  Treadwell,  Mullins,  SC, 
$36,911.85,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1985. 

Hays,  Mark,  D.,  CharlestonrSC,  $9,719.11, 
MEDICAL  UNIV  OF  SOUTH  CAROUNA, 
Charleston,  SC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY,  1982. 

Jones,  Betty,  Orangeburg,  SC,  $107,970.69, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR,  1987. 

Miles,  Robert,  L,  Columbia,  $170,930.68, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUL,  1986. 

Niles,  Vanessa,  G.,  Frogmore,  SC,  $24,100.08, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 


O’Connor,  Brian,  K.,  Charleston,  SC, 
$38,649.73,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN.  1987. 

Steen,  Ronald,  G.,  Columbia,  SC,  $22,767.17, 
MEDICAL  UNIV  OF  SOUTH  CAROUNA. 
Charleston,  SC,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 
1983. 

Stenberg,  Brian,  D.,  Charleston,  SC, 

$22,790.15,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  Houston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN,  1985. 

Wright,  Richard,  O.,  Rock  Hill,  SC, 

$62,250.86,  MEDICAL  UNIV  OF  SOUTH 
CAROUNA,  Charleston,  SC,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Chiropractic 

Badia,  Raymond,  Inman,  SC,  $81,513.30, 

UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Bamica,  Janet,  M.,  Longs,  SC,  $2,999.35, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  OF  STRAIGHT 
CHIRO,  Horsham,  PA,  Chiropractic,  MAR, 
1988. 

Clark,  Gary,  C.,  Greenville,  SC,  $12,412.33, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 

Cudd,  Timothy,  J..  Orangeburg,  SC, 
$24,417.30,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Garrett,  Alex,  C.,  Conestee,  SC,  $54,869.86, 
UFE  COLLECE,  Marietta.  GA. 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1988. 

Heinen,  Joseph.  E.,  Irmo,  SC,  $61,713.92, 

UFE  COLLECE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Kinsey,  Ronald,  M.,  Orangeburg,  SC, 
$76,664.80,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 

Robl,  Edward,  M.,  Darlington,  SC, 

$19,739.85,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Simon,  Larry,  E.,  Surfside  Beach,  SC, 
$78,675.87,  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Taber,  Stuart,  M.,  Irmo.  SC,  $68,619.07,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

DEC,  1984. 

Williams,  James,  C.,  Fort  Mill,  SC, 
$103,043.26,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Cowley,  Robert,  D.,  Georgetown,  SC, 
$11,201.83,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV, 

Dayton,  OH,  Qinical  Psychology,  OCT, 
1988. 

Dentistry 

Alston,  Jeremiah,  M.,  Orangeburg,  SC, 
$14,096.16,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 

Dixson,  David,  R.,  Barnwell,  SC,  $191,597.00, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Funderburk  Jr.,  William,  A.,  Myrtle  Beach, 
SC.  $50,532.41,  MEDICAL  UNIV  OF 
SOUTH  CAROLINA.  Charleston.  SC. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Jones,  Pedro,  R.,  Charleston,  SC,  $166,693.04, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Thomas,  Robert,  L.,  Summerville,  SC, 
$30,908.46,  MEDICAL  UNIV  OF  SOUTH 


CAROLINA,  Charleston,  SC,  Dentistry, 

MAY,  1990. 

Wilson,  Debra,  D.,  Rock  Hill,  SC,  $51,672.90, 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Podiatry 

Foster,  Martha,  E.,  Greenville,  SC, 

$188,950.54,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES.  Des  Moines,  lA, 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Foster,  He)rward,  J.,  Easley,  SC,  $42,597.16, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  &  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1987. 

Glover,  Alfred,  L.,  Rock  Hill,  SC, 

$107,330.03,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland.  OH, 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1985. 

Salley,  Hezekiah,  Sraoaks,  SC,  $115,493.06, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland.  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1983. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Crowe,  Janet,  S.,  Charleston,  SC,  $30,771.13, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY,  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Higgins,  Leonard,  A.,  Charleston,  SC, 
$12,795.73,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

McLaughlin  Jr.,  Leland,  M.,  Fort  Mill,  SC, 
$13,299.15,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Williams,  Erwin,  B.,  Golumbia,  SC, 
$11,740.70,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

South  Dakota 

Chiropractic 

Clinch,  Patrick,  J.,  Rapid  City,  SD, 

$82,664.76,  NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRATIG,  Lombard,  IL,  Chiropractic, 
DEC.  1984.  ' 

Grebin,  Bruce,  W.,  Sioux  Falls,  SD, 
$55,587.06,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  K^Y,  1984. 

Hagedom,  Gene,  H.,  Sioux  Falls,  SD, 
$16,065.99,  NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1986. 

Health  Administration 
Limd,  Peggy,  M..  Sioux  Falls,  SD,  $12,189.85, 
ST  LOUIS  UNIVERSITY,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Health  Administration,  MAY,  1985. 

Osteopathy 

Bandettini,  Francis,  C.,  Sioux  Falls.  SD, 
$169,846.12,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  LA, 
Osteopathy.  JUN,  1990. 

Tennessee 
Allopathic  Medicine 
Berry,  Leonard,  A.,  Nashville,  TN, 
$77,842.68,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1986. 

Brennan,  William,  A.,  Nashville,  TN, 
$611.96,  UNIV  OF  SOUTH  CAROUNA, 
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Columbia.  SC,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1988. 

Cami>ben,  Otis,  NashTille,  TN,  $54,823.49. 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  )UN.  1988. 

Cezar,  Mahdi,  Gallatin,  TN.  $19,972.37, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY,  1990. 

Chatman,  David.  L.,  Antioch,  TN.  $50,049.66. 
UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ-MEDICAL, 
Newark.  NJ,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1983. 

Conner,  Shavetta,  D.,  Antioch,  TN,  $944.61, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville.  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG,  1990. 

David^,  QifFord,  M.,  Knoxville,  TN. 
$33,114.18,  UNW  OF  ALABAMA- 
BIRMINGHAM,  Birmingham,  AL, 

Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN,  1989. 

Douglas  )r.,  Heimon,  D..  Nashville,  TN, 
$88,446.02,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  NOV, 

1986. 

Dungee,  Steven,  A.,  Nashville,  TN,  $3,845.87, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  NashvUle,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY.  1990. 

Gaither,  Thomas,  Nashville,  TN,  $158,321.43, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY,  1986. 

Holland  )r.,  William,  A.,  Knoxville,  TN, 
$40,778.29,  EAST  TENNESSEE  STATE 
UNIV,  Johnson  City,  TN,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

HunL  Laonnard,  A.,  Nashville,  TN, 
$51,532.21,  MEHARRY  MED  CtRi.EGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN, 

1987. 

James,  Marilyn,  E.,  Nashville.  TN, 
$185,716.63,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1985. 

Johnson,  Eugene,  E.,  Nashville,  TN, 
$68,051.66,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DK, 

1987. 

Johnson,  Yvonne,  J.,  Nashville,  TN, 
$118,488.31.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN.  Allopathic  Medicine,  UiEC, 

1986. 

Ladson,  James,  W.,  Nashville,  TN, 

$18,036.45,  MEHARRY  MED  GOLl^GE. 
Nashville',  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1984. 

Latimer,  Harvey,  L,  Nashville,  TN, 
$128,649.45,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  APR, 

1988. 

Moore,  Douglas,  B.,  Madison,  TN, 

$26,225.77,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC, 
1986. 

Nicks,  Robbin,  M.,  Hermitage.  TN, 
$151,453.33,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1986. 

Pratt,  Ninette,  R..  Bolivar.  TN,  $117,074.63, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Rucks.  Andrew,  C,  Nashville.  TN, 
$165,709.99,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  IN,  Allopathic  Medicine.  AUG, 
1983. 

Scott,  Renee,  Nashville,  TN,  $117,640.78, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLECT,  Nashville.  TN, 
Allopathic  MediciiM,  MAY,  1986. 

See,  Tahnya.  D.,  Antio^,  TN,  $47,084.36, 
CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE  UNIV, 


Cleveland,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1982. 

Spencer,  Joyce,  E.,  Nashville,  TN,  $69,337.31, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Stewart,  Barry.  A.,  Memphis,  TN,  $9,050.79, 
UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE  HEALTH  Sa  CTR, 
Memphis,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1987. 

West,  Clifton,  B.,  Memphis,  TN,  $206,028.40, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Williuns,  Pamela,  C,  Antioch.  TN. 
$85,991.32,  MEHARRY  MED  OOLLECX, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1981. 

Wimbish,  Ronald,  P.,  Nashville,  TN. 
$151,485.88,  MEHARRY  MED  COUJGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  FEB, 

1985. 

Woodard,  Deborah,  A.,  McKenzie,  TN, 
$211,634.23,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1987. 

Wright,  Becky,  B.,  Germantown,  TN, 
$12,111.98,  UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE 
HEALTH  sa  CTR.  Memphis,  TN, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Chiropractic 

Carter,  Karen.  L.,  Nashville,  TN,  $31,097.64, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 
Consiglio,  Joseph,  S.,  Crossville,  TN, 
$43,417.34,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1990. 

Crislip,  David,  F.,  Johnson  Qty,  TN, 
$93,027.98,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHWOPRACnC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1987. 

Davis,  J^es,  D.,  Clarksville.  TN, 

$109,969.66,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Gitter,  Thomas,  L.,  ^mphis,  TN,  $36,443.05, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1983. 

Haley.  Jane,  E.,  Fayetteville,  TN,  $14,311.26, 
IJFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1988. 

Kirkwo^,  Robert,  D.,  Memphis,  TN, 
$35,725.60,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACmC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Lowe,  Joseph,  L.,  aeveland,  TN,  $40,153.56, 
UFE  COLLECX.  Marietta.  GA, 

ChiroiHactic.  JUN,  1983. 

Mendez,  Manuel,  M.,  Knoxville,  TN, 
$6,994.24,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

.Mercer,  Lloyd,  D.,  Hermitage,  TN. 

$70394.77,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Gty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1989. 

Mongiello,  Robert,  A.,  Chattanooga,  TN, 
$12,887.38,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1982. 

Nobles,  George,  S.,  Lenoir  Qty,  TN, 
$88,011.05,  UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Norwood,  Larry,  O.,  Madisonville,  TN, 
$30,301.67,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Patterson.  Larry,  D.,  Oak  Ridge.  TN, 
$12,434.10,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 


Rowan,  Andrew.  C,  Gossville.  TN. 
$32379.49.  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1988. 

Shafer  Jr.,  Joe,  B.,  Goodlettsville,  TN, 
$15,77534,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Simpson,  Robert.  S.,  Chattanooga.  TN. 
$25,012.11,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR.  1964. 

Summerhill,  Paul,  E.,  Miiifteesboro.  TN. 
$8316.20.  UFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  198S. 

Walker,  Duane,  T.,  Harrogate,  TN, 

$58,993.39,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic',  SEP,  1986. 

Walker,  Steve.  L..  Nashville,  TN.  $10,338.00, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Clinical  Psychology 

King,  Wanda,  M.,  Bolivar,  TN,  $44,202.50, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV.  Dayton.  OH, 
Qinical  Psychology.  AUG.  1986. 

Dentistry 

Adams.  Gregory.  L.,  Nashville,  TN, 
$10,621.52,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1980. 

Black,  Jacquese,  O.,  Antioch,  TN,  $19,119.69, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  DEC,  1990. 

Branch.  Joerald,  D.,  Memphis,  TN,  $2379.63. 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1989.  • 

Burks,  Ostome,  D.,  Memphis,  TN, 

$32,585.71,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry.  MAY.  1983. 
Chatman,  Sarah,  E.,  Jackscm,  TN,  $97,483.48, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Dentistry,  DEC,  1987. 

Coleman,  Qaire,  Q,  Madison,  TN, 

$44,716.73,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville.  TN,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1^5. 
Cowan,  Walter,  O.,  aarksville,  TN, 
$86,025.23,  MEHARRY  MED  CCT^LEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY.  1986. 

Davis,  Edward,  L,  Memphis.  TN.  $5,925.67, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 

Flint  Jr.,  Bryan,  A.,  Elizabethton,  TN, 
$18,112.75,  UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE  AT 
ME^HIS,  Memphis,  TN.  Dentistry,  JUN, 
1984. 

Franklin,  Gilbert,  L,  Memphis.  TN, 
$35,859.34,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1980. 

Gaw,  Jack.  L.,  Nashville.  TN.  $97,219.13, 
TUFTS  UNIVERSITY.  Boston.  MA, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Gipson,  Samuel.  D.,  Memphis.  TN, 
$30340.91.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN.  Dentistry.  MAY,  1980. 

Hall,  aaranell,  Hendersonville,  TN. 
$29375.74.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY.  1983. 
Holley,  Elizabeth,  S..  Nashville,  TN. 
$33,300.64,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN.  Dentistry,  AUG,  1988. 
House,  Dock,  E.,  Memphis,  TN,  $11,393.32, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry.  MAY.  1981. 

Johnson,  James.  E.  Nashville,  TN, 
$88,612.84,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 
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Jones,  Vincent,  M.,  Knoxville,  TN, 

$76,855.72,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 

Kelly,  Delbert,  R.,  Chattanooga,  TN, 
$73,944.66,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1984. 
Lemorrocco,  Belinda,  L.,  Memphis,  TN, 
$7,626.34,  UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE  AT 
MEMPHIS,  Memphis,  TN.  Dentistry,  JUN, 

1987. 

Long,  Larry,  S.,  Murfreesboro,  TN, 

$16,118.45,  UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE  AT 
MEMPHIS.  Memphis.  TN,  Dentistry.  MAY, 

1986. 

Massengale,  Lendell,  Knoxville,  TN, 
$70,234.87,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Medina,  Richard,  Memphis,  TN,  $32,001.29, 
UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE  AT  MEMPHIS, 
Memphis.  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1989. 

Moulds,  Crystle,  M.,  Chattanooga,  TN, 
$62,178.74,  UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED 
CENTER.  Jackson,  MS,  Dentistry.  JUN, 

1986. 

Moulds  Jr.,  Dan,  D.,  Nashville,  TN, 

$60,656.72,  UNIV  OF  MISSISSIPPI  MED 
CENTER,  Jackson,  MS,  Dentistry,  DEC, 

1985. 

Pate,  James,  E.,  Nashville.  TN,  $177,951.73, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry.  JUN,  1986. 

Payne,  Paul,  B..  Antioch,  TN,  $111,883.95, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Peltzer  Jr.,  Luciou,  Nashville.  TN,  $61,476.56, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Price,  Vincent,  J.,  Memphis,  TN,  $34,965.06, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  DEC,  1979. 

Ray,  Timothy,  H.,  Cleveland,  TN,  $9,732.42, 
WEST  VIRGINIA  UNIV,  Morgantown,  WV, 
Dentistry,  AUG,  1985. 

Reed,  Ronald,  J.,  Dyersburg,  TN.  $63,107.95, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry.  MAY,  1981. 

Robinson,  Robyn,  C.,  Nashville,  TN, 
$7,792.25,  UNIV  OF  MED  &  DENT  OF  NJ— 
DENTAL,  Newark,  NJ,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1988. 

Rouse,  Juanita,  A.,  Nashville,  TN, 
$159,783.85,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville.  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Sims,  Larry,  D.,  Memphis,  TN,  $23,442.77, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Tumbow,  Thomas,  P.,  Union  City,  TN, 
$43,523.08,  UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE  AT 
MEMPHIS,  Memphis,  TN,  Dentistry,  JUN. 

1989. 

Watts,  Mary,  Elizabeth,  Nashville,  TN, 
$27,822.49.  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nasliville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 
Westbrook  Jr.,  Fred,  Nashville,  TN, 
$47,501.39,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 
Winfrey,  Willie,  J.,  Memphis,  TN,  $64,220.80, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1980. 

Witt  Jr.,  Keimeth,  G.,  Lebanon,  TN, 
$14,701.53,  UNIV  OF  LOUISVILLE, 
Louisville,  KY,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Health  Administration 
Sumlin  Jr.,  Otis,  Memphis,  TN,  $9,255.44, 
TRINITY  UNIVERSITY,  San  Antonio,  TX. 
Health  Administration,  DEC,  1989. 


Pptomefiy 

Deharde,  John,  R.,  Saint  Bethlehem.  TN, 
$36,268.34,  SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY.  Memphis,  TN,  Optometry, 
JUN.  1988. 

Jones.  Thomas,  R..  Johnson  City,  TN. 
$4,110.02,  SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Memphis,  TN,  Optometry, 
JAN.  1987, 

Osteopathy 

Burnette,  David,  B.,  Knoxville,  TN, 

$98,036.10,  WEST  VIRGINIA  SCH  OF  OST 
MED,  Lewisbuig,  WV,  Osteopathy,  JUN,, 

1986. 

Pharmacy 

Hamby,  Michael,  L.,  Murfreesboro,  TN, 
$3,574.92,  UNIV  OF  TENNESSEE, 

Memphis,  TN,  Pharmacy,  JUN,  1988. 

Podiatry 

Polee,  George,  Nashville,  TN,  $30,370.04, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JAN,  1988. 

Staton,  Rodney,  J.,  Jackson,  TN,  $12,042.34, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA.  Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 

Public  Health 

Greenwood,  Michael,  M.,  Nashville,  TN, 
$5,044.79,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK.  Public  Health,  AUG, 

1988. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Edward,  James,  D.,  Memphis,  TN,  $5,780.19, 
MISSISSIPPI  STATE  UNIV.  Mississippi 
St.,  MS,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 
Neight,  Loni,  Nashville,  TN,  $21,001.36, 
TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY.  Tuskegee 
Institute,  AL,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY, 

1987. 

Raby,  Victor.  J.,  Memphis,  TN,  $17,634.06, 
MISSISSIPPI  STATE  UNIV.  Mississippi 
St.,  MS,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Texas 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Able,  Antoninne,  C.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$3,995.22,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1989. 

Adams,  Gerald,  F.,  Houston,  TX.  $4,307.10, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR, 
Houston,  TX.  Allopathic  Medicine,  NOV, 

1986. 

Adkins,  Margo,  M.,  Llano.  TX.  $76,753.78, 
UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami.  FL.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Alcazar-Pesante,  Lisa,  G.,  Houston,  TX, 
$11,627.40,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Arnot,  Mary,  L.,  Wichita  Falls,  TX.  $9,273.31, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W.  MEDICAL  CTR. 
Dallas.  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1987. 

Avina,  Cecilia.  B.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$4,945.75,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W. 
MEDICAL  CTR,  Dallas,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Ayika,  Paul,  B.,  Galveston,  TX,  $15,642.69, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI  CTR.  San 
Antonio,  TX.  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1986. 


Baker,  Donnie,  W.,  League  City,  TX, 
$92,896.53,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1986 

Ball,  Daniel,  W.,  Houston,  TX,  $9,329.68, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St.  Louis.  MO, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Barnett,  John,  E.,  Houston,  TX,  $17,206.02, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI  CTR, 
Houston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1990. 

Behringer,  George,  M.,  Irving,  TX,  $7,948.93, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR. 
Houston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1991. 

Bell,  Kenneth,  G.,  Dallas.  TX,  $6,412.73, 

UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W.  MEDICAL  CTR, 
Dallas,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1989. 

Berry,  James.  E.,  Stafford,  TX,  $18,024.84, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH. 

Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1986. 

Blackwell,  Michael,  L.,  Galveston,  TX, 
$33,690.14,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1991. 

Blair  Jr.,  Ronald,  M.,  Denison,  TX,  $6,002.14, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR.  San 
Antonio,  TX.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1986. 

Bowie,  Frances,  E.,  Houston,  TX,  $29,775.01, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1983. 

Brauer,  Bodo,  Beaumont,  TX,  $16,453.08, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH, 
Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 

1988. 

Brister,  Ricque,  L.,  Waxahachie,  TX, 
$2,838.74,  TEXAS  TECH  UNIVERSITY, 
Lubbock,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1983. 

Burks,  David,  W.,  Houston,  TX,  $8,995.03, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI  CTR.  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1983. 

Collins,  James,  E.,  Houston,  TX,  $110,888.83, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Compass,  Sairwaa,  T.,  Dallas,  TX,  $7,976.10, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W.  MEDICAL  CTR. 
Dallas,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1989. 

Crino,  Jude,  P.,  Houston,  TX,  $8,040.62, 
WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV,  Dayton,  OH. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Crowder,  Janice,  R.,  Houston,  TX,  $35,861.78, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  OCT,  1988. 

Davis,  Kenneth,  A.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$14,375.46,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Dyer,  Jack,  W.,  Lubbock,  TX,  $12,683.35, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI  CTR,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

Edwards,  Mary,  D.,  Arlington,  TX, 
$32,139.92,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1986. 

Emerson.  Timothy,  J.,  San  Angelo,  TX, 
$57,998.72,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Fagan,  Gary,  D.,  Lubbock,  TX,  $11,430.61,. 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI  CTR. 
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Houston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY, 
1990. 

Flores,  Alberto,  Arlington,  TX,  $245,946.74, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  WISC., 

Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY,  1985. 

Flores,  Linda,  P.,  Galveston,  TX,  $l4l.3l, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH, 

Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1981. 

Foster,  Roderic,  W.,  Dallas,  TX,  $8,661.14, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W.  MEDICAL  CTR, 
Dallas,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  )UN, 

1983. 

Franklin,  Janet,  L.,  Houston,  TX,  $9,689.38, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine. 

JUN.  1987. 

Gonzalez,  Carlos,  J.,  Spring,  TX,  $602.03, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY.  Omaha.  NE, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

Green  Jr.,  Kenneth,  W.,  Dallas,  TX, 

$46,335.02,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  FEB,  1988. 

Guzman,  Johnny,  E.,  Burleson,  TX, 
$61,496.41,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  FEB,  1986. 

Hargett,  John,  M.,  McKinney,  TX,  $19,573.90, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH, 
Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL, 

1982. 

Hausrath,  Stephen,  G..  Galveston,  TX, 
$11,296.55,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Hicks,  Gilbert,  E.,  Austin,  TX,  $32,744.61, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH, 
Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP, 
1987. 

Horn,  Kim,  J.,  Houston,  TX,  $7,541.08,  UNIV 
OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI  CTR.  Houston, 
TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Howard,  Annette,  M.,  Houston,  TX, 
$33,961.42,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH, 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987. 

Jacobs,  Carol,  L.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$38,593.45,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1993. 

Johnson,  Dallas,  W.,  Grapevine,  TX, 
$7,241.65,  tEXAS  TECH  UNIVERSITY. 
Lubbock,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987. 

Joiner,  Paula,  C.,  Houston,  TX,  $67,779.18, 
GEORGE  WASHINGTON  UNIV. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine. 
MAY.  1985. 

Kelly,  Ronald,  K..  Houston,  TX,  $16,239.59, 
UNIV  OF  CAUFORNIA-IRVINE,  Irvine, 
CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1983. 

Lewis,  Michael,  Leon,  Houston,  TX, 
$36,117.59.  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Lewis,  Robert,  C.,  Fort  Worth,  TX,  $7,947.63, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR.  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1990. 

Lovoi,  Michael,  S.,  Houston,  TX,  $13,633.47, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR, 
Houston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1987 


Luther,  Vera,  M.,  Van.  TX.  $7,613.53,  TEXAS 
TECH  UNIVERSITY,  Lubbock.  TX. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1989. 

Luu,  Kham,  Ngoc,  Houston,  TX,  $6,212.86, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH. 

Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1989. 

Martin,  David,  Q,  Houston,  TX,  $24,981.89, 

^  WASHINGTON  UNIV,  St.  Louis,  MO. 

Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Mathews,  Jeselle,  A.,  Houston,  TX, 

$28,291.08,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1987. 

Mayorgo,  Gilbert,  Houston,  TX,  $114,121.92, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH. 

Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  (No 
Separation  Date). 

Mercier,  Juanetta,  Houston,  TX,  $8,819.77, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC, 
1988. 

Mikesky,  Gregory,  R.,  Dallas,  TX,  $10,226.34, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W.  MEDICAL  CTR. 
Dallas,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Novetsky,  Jerry,  J.,  Plano,  TX,  $31,398.39. 
WAYNE  STATE  UNIV,  Detroit.  MI. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Ochoa,  Miguel,  E.,  Galveston,  TX,  $2,502.78, 
BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF  MEDICINE, 
Houston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC, 

1987. 

Pearlson,  Yale,  S.,  Austin,  TX.  $99,140.74, 
ALBERT  EINSTEIN  COLLEGE  OF 
MEDICINE,  Bronx,  NY,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Penick,  Larry,  H.,  Corpus  Christi,  TX, 
$2,171.75,  LOYOLA  UNIV— STRITCH  SCH 
OF  MED,  Maywood,  IL.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUL,  1984. 

Pickett,  Jan,  W.,  Farmers  Branch,  TX, 
$5,588.90,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W. 

.MEDICAL  CTR,  Dallas,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1986. 

Porras,  Jose,  Luis,  El  Paso,  TX,  $150,661.27, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  WISC., 

Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1984. 

Pruneda  111,  Joe,  M.,  Fort  Worth,  TX,  $4.46, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH. 
Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1988. 

Radford,  Rhea,  E.,  Houston,  TX,  $120,556.64, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE,  Nashville,  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC,  1988. 

Raphael,  Peter,  Plano,  TX,  $36,525.58,  UNIV 
OF  TEXAS  S.W.  MEDICAL  CTR,  Dallas, 
TX.  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN.  1984. 
Reddix,  Irance,  E.,  Houston,  TX,  $27,996.37, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1987. 

Rosales,  Anna,  M.,  Houston,  TX,  $49,353.21, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH, 
Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1988. 

Roybal-Hazen,  Maria,  E.,  McAllen,  TX, 
$26,054.13,  MICH  ST  UNIV  CLG  OF 
HUMAN  MED,  East  Lansing,  MI, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1990. 
Schertzer,  Marion,  E.,  Houston,  TX. 
$1,982.99,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS  S.W. 
MEDICAL  CTR.  Dallas.  TX.  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Shelton,  Annette,  M.,  Arlington,  TX, 
$52,028.41,  UNIV  OF  COLORADO  MC. 


Denver,  CO,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1985. 

Springer,  George,  O.,  El  Paso,  TX,  $3,260.75, 
TEXAS  TECH  UNIVERSITY.  Lubbock.  TX. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR,  1984. 

Stafford,  Novarro,  C.,  Port  Arthur,  TX, 
$19,901.05,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY 

1985. 

Starling,  Mary,  J.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 

$5,895.59,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San.  Antonio,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1989. 

Tran,  True,  V.,  Houston,  TX.  $1,712.81,  UNIV 
OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH.  Galveston.  TX, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JAN,  1988. 

Uri,  John.  J.,  Webster.  TX.  $11,208.07,  UNIV 
OF  PENNSYLVANIA.  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC,  1986. 
Victorianne,  Albert.  J.,  Houston,  TX, 
$39,347.24,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1986. 

Wolf,  Philip.  L.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 

$18,735.60,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Wright,  Billy,  J.,  Ransom  Canyon,  TX, 
$23,113.71,  UNIV  OF  SOUTH  DAKOTA. 
Vermillion,  SD,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL. 
1980. 

Yamada,  Roy,  K.,  Keller,  TX,  $44,471.11 
UNIV  OF  HAWAII  AT  MANOA,  Honolulu. 
HI,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUL,  1984 
Young,  Thomas,  M.,  El  Paso,  TX,  $33,073  19. 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED  BRANCH, 
Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1980. 

21avala,  Alfonso.  G.,  Houston,  TX, 
$173,445.81,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1987 

Chiropractic 

Adams,  Stephen,  Friendswood,  TX, 
$64,880.20,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1989. 

Allison,  Dwaine,  M.,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 
$2,597.54,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Amma-Lesrine,  Vashtic,  Z.,  Crosby,  TX, 
$28,461.75,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Andries,  Martin,  T.,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 
$71,559.50,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Armstrong,  Thomas,  H.,  Houston,  TX, 
$51,309.63,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987 
Augustus,  Michael,  La  Marque,  TX, 
$47,496.78,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
JUL,  1986. 

Aune,  Steven,  R.,  Burkbumett,  TX, 
$36,349.75,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Bailey  Jr..  John,  L.,  Channelview,  TX, 
$9,951.86,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  DEC.  1989, 
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Baker  )r.,  Grisfay.  Houstoo.  TX.  $77,386.48, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic.  JAN.  1985. 

Balan,  WiIli«B. )..  Hoaston.  TX.  $74,719.10, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX 
Chiropractic.  MAY.  1983. 

Barnett,  Brian,  D.,  Webster,  TX,  $78,221.37, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATIOR  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic.  APR.  1987. 

Benton,  Craig,  R.,  Lampasas,  TX.  $38,739.71, 
TEXAS  CHlROPRACnC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic.  JAN.  1986. 

Bemius,  Gregory.  L.,  Burkbumett,  TX, 
$63.34a38.  PAlAffiR  COLLEGE 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Davenport.  LA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Billingsley.  Otaifr  A..  San  Antonio,  TX 
$12,167.26,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 

Chiropractic.  SEP.  1985. 

Blount.  Steve.  X.  Plano.  TX  $7,526.91. 
PALMER  C0LL»:;E  of  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic.  FEB,  1991. 
Borst,  Brenda,  J.,  Arlin^on,  TX,  $5,852.54, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Dallas.  TX  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Brand.  Rodn^,  B.,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 
$20,973.30,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Brittain,  Jeffirey,  D.,  Hoaston,  TX,  $71,564.07, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  OCT,  1987. 

Broadwell,  Teri,  A..  Flower  Mound,  TX, 
$89,537.61,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1969. 

Broze,  Rory,  A.,  Austin,  TX,  $56,154.17, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JUN.  1984. 

Carlin.  Susan,  1...  San  Antonio.  TX 
$97,246.70,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  Qty.  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JUN.  1986. 

Cathcart,  Ridiard,  A.,  Pasadena,  TX, 
$28,291,73,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JAN.  1986. 

Centola,  Robert,  L,  Ridiardson,  TX, 
$41,778.14,  NEW  YORK  CHIROPRACTIC 
COLLEGE.  Seneca  Falls,  NY,  Chiropractic, 

'  AUG.  1986. 

Chapman,  Steven,  T.,  Chite,  TX,  $13,587.17, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1985. 

Chapman,  Robert,  D.,  Houston,  TX, 
$76,659.85,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Cleera,  Carrol,  B.,  Red  Oak,  TX,  $61,499.77, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 
Clements,  David,  D..  Dallas,  TX,  $35,258.61, 
TEXAS  CHlROPRACnC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic.  MAY,  1983. 

Conlan,  Lawienoe,  S.,  Austin,  TX, 
$20,427.10,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Qiiropractic. 
MAY.  1983. 


Davis,  George,  R.,  Dallas,  TX  $19,924.17. 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX 
Chiropractic,  JUN.  1983. 

Dean,  J.,  C..  Dickinson.  TX,  $52,540.12, 

TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC.  1966. 

Defoire.  Stephen.  J..  Mission,  TX.  $32,008.44, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX 
Chiropractic.  APX  1984. 

Deiter.  Cary.  T..  Odessa.  TX.  $80,112.45. 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City.  MO,  Chiropractic.  JAN.  1984. 
Delay,  Patricia.  A..  Houston.  TX  $16,938.81, 
TEXAS  CHnC^RACTiC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Dickey,  Jetty.  P.,  Richardson,  TX  $69,691.67, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Dallas,  TX.  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 
Dippie.  John.  M..  Dallas.  TX.  $37,152.04, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  lA.  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 
Dodd,  Dwiel,  J.,  Texas  City,  TX,  $16,259.79, 
TEXAS  CHKOPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic.  MAY.  1962. 

Durham,  Ricky,  L..  Houston,  TX 
$117,716.15,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic.  DEC,  1986. 

Dyess,  Stephen,  J.,  Pasadena,  TX.  $98,249.39, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  APR.  1987. 

Eastman,  EXmald,  W.,  Dallas,  TX,  $55,561.09, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Eaves,  Donald,  C.,  Houston,  TX,  $86,375.21, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Ech<^,  June,  C.,  Houston,  TX,  $18,643.10, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATICm,  Pasadena.  TX, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1982. 

Ellis,  Larry.  D.,  Irving,  TX.  $72,768.25, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1966. 
Fagan,  Darrell,  R.,  Seabrook,  TX,  $52,465.37, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1987. 

Ferguson,  Roland,  L.,  Nacogdoches,  TX. 
$48,775.43,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Fridman,  Olga,  N.,  Houston,  TX.  $14,897.94, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 

Garcia.  Jesus,  Houston,  TX,  $67,496.10, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

German,  John,  V.,  Houston,  TX.  $39,602.65, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic.  JUN,  1965. 

Glass,  Raymond,  K.,  Hoaston,  TX, 
$65,137.34.  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1986. 


Glenn,  Michael.  C,  Duncanville,  TX. 
$107,737.61,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLC 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Goebel.  Michael,  L..  Cleveland.  TX. 

$53,929.78,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Goodman,  Joseph,  E..  Waco,  TX.  $46,022.85. 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Gosnell,  Lewis,  S.,  Sinton,  TX.  $40,122.13. 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE- WEST. 

San  Lorenzo.  CA.  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1988. 
Gratia,  Allan,  R.,  Boerne,  TX,  $49,639.07, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiit^ractic,  DEC,  1965. 

Gray.  Gray,  Arthur,  Watai^a,  TX, 

$115,228.90,  CLEVELAND 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO).  Kansas  Qty.  • 
MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Greene,  Winston,  W.,  Houston,  TX, 
$39,792.35,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLC 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Hales,  Joyce,  M.,  Rictunond,  TX,  $28,226.90, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Hanson,  Mark,  L.,  Grand  Prairie,  TX. 
$5,644.61,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982. 

Hart,  Cindy,  G.,  Lewisville,  TX,  $55,341.91, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  JAN.  1986. 
Harvey,  Robert,  L.,  Runaway  Bay,  TX. 
$69,660.61,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas.  TX,  Chiropractic. 
AMI,  1988. 

Haynes,  Janice,  B.,  Houston,  TX,  $17,112.10, 
UFE  CCH.LEGE.  Marietta.  CA. 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1964. 

Hendricks.  Craig,  B..  Tyler,  TX.  $27,327.01. 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 
Herrington,  Tonuny,  L.,  Pasadena,  TX, 
$29,724.10,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLC 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Hill,  Michael,  J.,  Pasadena,  TX,  $21,413.97, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX, 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Hoppe,  Eric,  P.,  Kilgore,  TX,  $17,585.95, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1986. 

Hurley,  Paul,  D..  La  Porte,  TX,  $74313.67. 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JAN.  1986. 

Jackson,  Donald,  V.,  Austin,  TX.  $80363.27. 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTK- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  MAR. 
1986. 

Johnson,  Jerry,  N.,  Dallas,  TX.  $1732532. 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1985. 
Johnson,  Barbara,  J..  Friendswood,  TX, 
$3,446.27,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 
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Kermani,  Aspen,  D.,  Quanah,  TX,  $79,226.20, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 
Kincy,  Gary,  W..  Wichita  Falls,  TX, 

$29,446.62,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1987. 

Kirk,  )a^,  H..  Dickinson,  TX,  $37,886.24, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Kratt,  Thomas,  W.,  Nacogdoches,  TX, 
$39,841.61,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Kunish,  Robert,  Taylor,  TX,  $5,349.63,  LIFE 
COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic, 

OCT,  1982. 

Landsiedel,  Randy,  J.,  Jasper,  TX,  $92,037.37. 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 
Langford,  Robert,  W.,  Decatur,  TX, 
$104,346.88,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC-WEST.  San  Jose.  CA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Lazo,  Alejandro,  Conroe,  TX,  $25,074.13, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Lyons,  ^c,  P.,  Grand  Prairie,  TX, 

$55,295.51,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1990. 

Lyons,  Cristina,  S.,  Grand  Prairie,  TX, 
$8,153.54,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1990. 

Mackin,  Cheryl,  L.,  Austin,  TX,  $50,385.71, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Mager,  Andrew,  H.,  Lancaster,  TX, 

$28,121.32,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC.  1986. 

Manning,  Katherine,  W.,  Houston,  TX. 
$97,845.43,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Manstein,  Ralf,  Houston,  TX,  $43,700.87, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  APR.  1989. 

Maples,  Thomas,  J.,  Mesquite,  TX, 

$32,959.19,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 

Maples  II,  John,  L.,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 
$80,442.14,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY,  1986. 

Martin,  Nancy,  A.,  Houston,  TX.  $37,883.89. 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Matthews,  Paul,  E.,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 
$55,781.23,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  City.  MO.  Chiropractic, 
OCT,  1983, 

McBride,  Karl,  A..  Irving,  TX,  $69,231.56, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 
Mclver,  Rich^,  D.,  Houston,  TX, 

$69,371.17,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 


McLain,  Burton,  R.,  Hempstead,  TX, 
$24,985.28,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 

Metcalf,  Roy,  L.,  Arlington,  TX,  $93,990.67, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  N^R,  1988. 

Montanari,  Arthur,  M.,  La  Porte,  TX, 
$88,987.81,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Morgan,  Glenn,  R.,  Arlington,  TX, 

$62,210.25,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
SEP,  1989. 

Moses,  Michael,  J.,  Bryan,  TX,  $42,245.06, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Munson,  Herbert,  Mark,  Houston,  TX, 
$43,208.28,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier,  CA. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1988. 

Neely,  Timothy,  W.,  Dallas,  TX,  $34,087.63, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1989. 
Nguyen,  Ho,  H.,  Houston,  TX,  $14,840.63, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Nicolaides,  Henry,  D.,  Lockhart,  TX, 
$33,325.81,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

O’Mara,  William,  I.,  Kilgore,  TX,  $17,483.87, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1984. 

Parry,  William,  A.,  Houston,  TX,  $15,497.81, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 

Parys,  Leslie,  R.,  Waco,  TX,  $8,529.16, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Bloomington,  MN. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Pearce,  Clark,  H.,  Grand  Prairie,  TX, 
$90,465.13,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1989. 

Pinotti,  Jeffrey,  H.,  Houston,  TX,  $71,805.90, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Pouralis,  Behzad,  M.,  Houston,  TX, 
$43,358.74,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1989. 

Real,  Vernon,  D.,  Pasadena,  TX,  $92,877.61, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 
Reece,  Deward,  F.,  Corpus  Christi,  TX, 
$20,744.57,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1982. 

Reeves,  James,  H.,  Quitman,  TX,  $12,790.33, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Reynolds,  Charlotte,  M.,  South  Houston.  TX, 
$90,041.27,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Rhine,  Cecil,  T.,  Henderson,  TX,  $65,880.36, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 


Roberson,  Harvey,  Houston,  TX,  $30,697.66, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic.  DEC,  1987. 

Robinson,  Glenn,  R.,  Royse  City,  TX, 
$65,918.13,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic. 
NOV,  1988. 

Rodriguez,  Jesus,  A.,  El  Paso,  TX, 

$100,113.75,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Romeieh,  Barbara,  C,  Bedford,  TX, 
$74,604.77,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic. 
MAY.  1985. 

Romeieh-Sterba,  Charlotte,  A..  Bedford,  TX, 
$63,637.74,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
MAY.  1985. 

Rosenbaum.  Allan,  J..  Lubbock,  TX, 
$77,719.42,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Rowe.  Roger,  L,  Longview,  TX,  $85,540.43, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 

Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Rubio  Jr.,  Raymundo,  Brownwood,  TX, 
$10,284.12,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1990. 

Rublee,  William,  R.,  Nacogdoches,  TX. 
$47,752.86,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Sanchez,  Gerald,  L.,  Houston,  TX. 

$42,998.50,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1987, 

Schalk,  Ronald,  R.,  Texas  Qty,  TX. 
$18,703.02,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1982. 

Scott,  C^los,  A.,  Odessa,  TX,  $17,559.08, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1983. 
Shaver,  Dennis,  D.,  Kerrville,  TX,  $23,031.29, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1986. 

Siebenaler,  Frank,  J.,  Laguna  Vista,  TX, 
$103,669.01,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1986. 

Sign,  Edward,  R.,  Keene,  TX,  $51,587.20, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984 
Skidmore,  Clyde,  Erik,  Stafford,  TX, 
$52,127.19,  LIFE  COLLEGE.  Marietta.  GA. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

Smith,  Timothy,  L.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$87,304.76,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Smith,  Dennis,  M.,  Houston,  TX,  $53,143.17, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Smith,  Cecil,  P.,  Richardson,  TX,  $19,537.76, 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Dallas,  TX.  Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Snell,  Day,  L.,  Houston,  TX,  $29,500.07, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1984. 
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Sprecher,  Kyle,  O.,  Webster.  TX.  $£7,796.62, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  DEC.  1988. 

States.  Tamra,  D..  Arlington,  TX.  $29,070.93. 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic.  FEB.  1985. 
Sterba,  William,  M.,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 
$15,108.87,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO).  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic. 
SEP.  1984. 

Taparauskas,  Anne,  M.,  Pasadena.  TX, 
$41,190.07,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 
Chiropractic.  MAY,  1986. 

Taylor,  Danny,  L.,  Irving,  TX,  $32,742.01. 
PARKER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Dallas.  TX,  Chiropractic.  DEC,  1987. 
Thompson,  Roy,  E.,  Austin,  TX.  $31,171.47, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Trethevrey,  Joan,  L.,  Ahrin,  TX,  $14,231.20, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  MAY.  1987. 
Tucker,  James,  Arlington,  TX,  $9,975.06, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1983. 
Unruh,  Steve,  L.,  Anahuac,  TX,  $81,638.09, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1988. 

Vance,  Richard,  B..  Bryan,  TX,  $31,634.49, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1984. 

Walter,  Jonathan,  L..  Aristin,  TX,  $17,276.96, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLECT-WEST, 
San  Lorenzo,  CA,  ChitopracUc.  MAR,  1987 
Wellington,  James.  G.,  Kingwood,  TX, 
$27,978.79,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1982. 

Wheeler.  Wesley.  D.,  Houston.  TX, 
$58,493.25,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  APR.  1989. 

Whi^iam,  Gwendolyn,  E.,  Houston,  TX. 
$33,887.01,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas.  TX.  Chiropractic, 
APR,  1987. 

Whitaker,  Gary,  W..  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$19,534.54,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena,  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JUL,  1982. 

Wilson.  Robert.  D.,  Angleton,  TX, 
$106,752.23,  WESTERN  STATES 
CHIROPRACTIC  CLG,  Portland,  OR. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1987. 

Wirt.  RiU.  J..  Groveton,  TX,  $11,693.45, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACnC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Clinical  Psychology 
Harrison,  James,  R.,  Sherman.  TX. 
$24,886.89,  UNIV  OF  NORTH  TEXAS. 
Denton,  TX.  Clinical  Psychology,  AUG, 
1985. 

Mims,  Debbie,  A.,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 
$40,600.23,  FLORIDA  INST.  OF 
TECHNOLOGY.  Melbourne.  FL.  Qinical 
Psychology,  JUN,  1988. 

Dentistry 

Alford.  George,  R.,  Houston,  TX,  $28,681.49, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HBALTH  SO  CFR,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 


Anderson,  Madeline, ).,  Marshall.  TX. 
$1322.03.  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry.  MAY, 
1989. 

Atrvash,  Carol>'n.  A.,  Arlington,  TX. 
$10,692.68,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR.  Houston.  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN.  1985. 
Baird,  John.  A.,  Richardson,  TX.  $25,310.67, 
BAYLOR  COLLECT  OF  DENTISTRY. 

Dallas,  TX,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1990. 

Beckett,  Timothy,  W..  Dallas,  TX.  $63327.67. 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 

Beers,  Wayne,  D.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$18,701.46,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1989. 

Bonin,  Mark,  T.  Spring,  TX,  $9,940.51,  UNTV 
OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR.  Houston. 

TX,  Dentistry.  JUN.  1989. 

Brantley,  Carl,  E.,  Houston,  TX,  $11,693.88, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington,  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1989. 

Broadus,  Robert,  C.,  Boerne,  TX.  $30,597.83. 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  San 
Antonio.  TX.  Dentistry,  AUG,  1984. 

Broadus,  Reginald,  H.,  Fort  Wo^,  TX, 
$52,185.96,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLECT. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Brunson,  Gregory,  H.,  Houston,  TX, 
$91,128.65,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ 
CTR,  Houston.  TX,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1988. 
Burke.  Andrea,  M..  Houston,  TX, 

$114,874.70,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN.  Dentistry.  MAY,  1985. 
Canady,  Keith,  Dallas.  TX.  $37,144.09. 
BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF  DENTISTRY. 

Dallas,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1990. 

Cartwright,  Tonia,  J.,  Heston,  TX,  $5327.82, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington.  DC. 
Dentistry,  DEC,  1986. 

Cheek  Jr..  Albert.  C.,  Houston,  TX, 

$19,920.02,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington.  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY.  1986. 
Coleman,  Michele,  M.,  San  Antonio,  TX. 
$9,988.90,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY.  1985. 
Collier.  George,  R.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$42,491.80,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1983. 
Crist,  Michael,  A.,  Houston,  TX,  $13,275.79, 
UNIV  OF  CALIFORNIA-LOS  ANGELES. 

Los  Angeles,  CA,  Dentistry,  JUN.  1982. 
Daniels  II.  John,  Houston,  TX.  $59,862.40, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Douglas,  Agnes,  G.,  Dallas.  TX.  $47384.86, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN, 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1985. 

Dugger,  Burma.  D.,  Si;^ar  Land.  TX, 
$52,831.07.  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  Houston,  TX.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 
Escalona,  Valerie.  R..  Houston,  TX, 
$21,626.21,  NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY. 

New  York.  NY.  Dentistry.  DEC,  1990. 
Faucher,  Dennis,  L.,  Dallas,  TX.  $65,638.24, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SO  CTR. 
Houston,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN.  1984. 

Fulmer,  James.  C,  Austin,  TX,  $10,794.19, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 
Wl,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Garcia,  Leticia,  S.,  Nederland,  TX, 

$20,954.60,  UNTV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN, 
1983. 


Garcia.  Maria.  T.,  Houston.  TX,  $3,481.58, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry.  MAY.  1987 
Gonzales,  David,  L.,  Houston,  TX. 

$98,437.91,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 

Green,  Henry,  T.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$144,785.32,  BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF 
DENTISTRY,  Dallas.  TX.  DenUstry,  JUN. 
1984. 

Hatten,  John,  H.,  Odessa,  TX,  $27,078.64, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry.  JUN.  1983. 

Haynes,  Milbum,  S..  Texarkana,  TX, 
$30,586.14,  UNfV  OF  TENNESSEE  AT 
MEMPHIS,  Memphis.  TN,  Dentistry.  JUN. 
1988. 

Herndon,  James,  K.,  Dallas,  TX,  $17,340.00. 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR. 
Houston,  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 
Hickman,  Carl,  M.,  Houston,  TX,  $8,163.96, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  San 
Antonio.  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1982. 
Hoffman,  Spencer,  Piano.  TX.  $28,305.36, 
BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF  DENTISTRY, 

Dallas,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1980. 

Hooda,  Farid,  K.,  Houston,  1^,  $7,836.66, 
BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF  DENTISTRY. 

Dallas.  TX,  Dentistry.  NOV.  1987. 
Huffstutler,  Steven,  Michael,  Fort  Worth,  TX. 
$47,656.11,  BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF 
DENTISTRY.  Dallas.  TX.  Dentistry.  JUN. 
1987. 

Jacome  Jr..  Robert,  A..  Plano.  TX. 

$174,705.77,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  Sa  CTR.  Oklahoma  City.  OK. 
Dentistry,  DEC,  1986. 

Johnson,  Cleverick,  D.,  Houston.  TX. 
$2,677.33,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ 
CTR,  Houston,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1986. 
Kindla,  Anthony,  F.,  Houston,  TX,  $4330.23, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR, 
Houston.  TX.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 

Laird,  Robert,  D.,  Commerce,  TX.  $4,271.22, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SCI  CTR. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1987. 
Maedgen,  Alan,  L,  Dallas.  TX,  $11,509.10, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI  CTR,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Marek.  Michael,  L..  Houston,  TX.  $50,938.57, 
UNIVpF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR, 
Houston,  TX,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1988. 

Mason,  Samuel,  L.,  Houston,  TX. 

$135,800.36,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLECT. 
Nashville,  TN.  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 
Mayes,  Darrell,  L.,  San  Antonio,  TX. 
$101,318.29,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry.  MAY, 
1989. 

Morgan,  John.  D.,  Fairheld,  TX,  $840.28, 
BAYLOR  COLLEGE  OF  DENTISTRY. 
Dallas,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Morin  Jr,  Vincent,  G.,  Corpus  Christi,  TX. 
$195,570.05,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLECT 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 
Mosely  Jr,  Lee,  Houston,  TX,  $38,515.17, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1984. 

O’Brien-Day,  Francys,  E.,  Euless,  TX, 
$4,090.69,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  Houston,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1984. 
Ramos  Jr,  Rodolfo,  G.,  Houston,  TX, 
$3,000.31,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ 
CTR,  Houston,  TX.  Dentistry.  MAY,  1990. 
Rapenotti,  Mario,  C.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$14,698.83,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ 
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CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  )UN, 

1983. 

Roberts,  Richard,  E.,  San  Angelo,  TX, 
$47,224.18,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1988. 

Speer,  James,  D.,  Sugar  Land,  TX,  $46,127.66, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SO  CTR, 
Houston,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1985. 

Steele,  David,  L,  Texarkana.  TX,  $20,153.05, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SO  CTR, 
Houston,  TX,  Dentistry,  JUN.  1986. 

Stuart,  Claudette,  R.,  Houston.  TX, 

$44,357.14,  UNTV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ 
CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX.  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1987. 

Tootoonchi,  M.,  J.,  Houseman  Addition,  TX, 
$2,647.49,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SCI 
CTR,  Houston,  TX.  Dentistry.  MAY.  1990. 

Towsend,  Leslie,  R.,  Lancaster.  TX. 

$7,838.64,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ 
Cni,  Houston,  TX,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1985. 

VenaNe,  James,  R.,  Lancaster,  TX,  $7,605.95, 
UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA  HEALTH  SO  CTR, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Dentistry.  JUN,  1990. 

Wade.  Eric,  V.,  Tyler,  TX.  $23,985.03,  UNIV 
OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR,  San 
Antonio.  TX,  Dentistry,  MAY.  1984. 

Wood  Jr.,  Cecil,  N.,  Duncanville,  TX. 
$112,350.43,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  Sa  CTR.  Oklahoma  Qty.  OK. 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1983. 

Wright.  Delm,  Y..  Bedford,  TX.  $19,699.07, 
MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE.  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Health  Administration 

Miranda,  Leandro,  Cypress,  TX,  $22,094.86, 
TRINITY  UNIVERSITY.  San  Antonio,  TX. 
Health  Administration,  DEC.  1989. 

White,  Kevin.  G..  Dallas.  TX.  $6,856.23,  ST 
LOUIS  UNIVERSITY.  St.  Louis,  MO, 

Health  Administratiem,  MAY,  1989. 

Optomefiy 

Greenfield,  Nancy,  A.,  Katy,  TX,  $62,904.40, 
NEW  ENGLAND  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Boston,  MA,  Optometry, 
MAR,  1985. 

G\mn,  Nanette,  Q.,  Universal  City,  TX. 
$159,757.94,  SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Memphis,  TN,  Optometry. 
JUN.  1986. 

Hayes,  Linda,  C.,  Houston,  TX,  $5,039.98, 
UNTV  OP  HOUSTCW,  Houston.  TX, 
Optometry,  JUN,  1987. 

Lekas,  Mark,  Dallas,  TX,  $8,879.37,  ILLINOIS 
COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY,  Chicago,  IL, 
Optometry,  JUN,  1983. 

McGregor,  Scott,  D..  Carrollton,  TX. 
$106,504.89,  SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Memphis,  TN,  Optometry, 
JUN,  1986. 

Osteopathy 

Alvarado,  Leticia,  D..  Windcrest,  TX. 
$1,487.26,  MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East 
Lansing,  MI,  Osteopathy.  JUL.  1985. 

Brooks.  Marc,  E..  Fort  Worth,  TX.  $31,208.26, 
TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED,  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy.  OCT,  1989. 

Buttar,  Rashid,  A.,  Houston,  TX,  $108,293.60, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  k  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN.  1991. 

Cantrell,  Elroy.  T..  Hallettsville,  TX, 
$4,326.30,  TEXAS  COLLEGE  OP  OST 


MED.  Fort  Worth.  TX.  Osteopathy,  JUN. 
1984. 

Ellington,  James,  D.,  Grapevine,  TX. 
$24,755.12,  UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES, 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Osteopathy,  JUL,  1989. 
Gross,  George,  E.,  Dallas,  TX,  $19,025.01, 
KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OF  OST  MED. 

Kirksville,  MO,  Ostec^athy,  SEP,  1981. 
Hankins.  David,  L.,  Arlington,  TX, 
$185,210.59,  KIRKSVILLE  CLG  OT  OST 
MED,  Kirksville,  MO,  Osteopathy.  JUL. 

1987. 

Keltch,  George,  F..  Richardsrm,  TX. 

$5,040.36,  TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
Miro,  FotI  Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  MAY, 

1989. 

Loo,  John,  H.,  Port  Arthur,  TX,  $9,249.94, 
TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED.  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  JUL,  1987 
Leong,  Daniel,  K.,  Efellas,  TX,  $26,123.03. 
UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Kansas 
City,  MO,  Osteopathy,  OCT,  1981. 

Mayberry,  ^bby,  J.,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 
$2,681.49,  TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
MTO,  Fort  Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  MAY, 

1990. 

Morrill,  Thomas,  R.,  Dallas,  TX,  $53,988.23, 
TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED.  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  JUN,  1987. 

Samuels,  Michael,  G.,  Carrollton,  TX, 

$915.35,  TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST  MED, 
Fort  Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1982. 
Selman,  Alon,  D.,  Fort  Worth,  TX, 

$94,300.52,  TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
MED,  Fort  Worth,  TX,  Osteopathy,  JUN, 

1988. 

Snow,  Robert,  G.,  Arlington,  TX,  $26,439.19, 
UNIV  OF  HEALTH  SaENCES,  Kansas 
City,  MO,  Osteopathy,  MAY,  1989. 
Trammell,  Stephen,  B.,  De  Soto,  TX. 
$12,119.39,  TEXAS  COLLEGE  OF  OST 
MED,  Fort  Worth,  TX.  Osteopathy,  JUN, 
1988. 

Pharmacy 

Boboye,  Cyril,  O.,  Arlingtcm,  TX,  $11,600.95, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY.  Omaha,  NE, 
Pharmacy,  AUG.  1985. 

Breedlove,  Arthur,  L,  Irving,  TX,  $1,441.49, 
TEXAS  SOUTHERN  UNIV,  Houston.  TX, 
Pharmacy,  DEC,  1987. 

Dudley,  Raynold,  R.,  Houston,  TX, 
$26,258.52,  CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY, 
Omaha,  NE,  Pharmacy,  AUG.  1984. 

Grice,  Amitta,  J.,  Houston,  TX,  $2,864.22, 
TEXAS  SOUTHERN  UNIV,  Houston.  TX. 
Pharmacy,  MAY,  1989. 

Powe,  Roderick,  L.,  Dallas.  TX,  $22,288.51, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY,  Omaha.  NE. 
Pharmacy.  AUG,  1985. 

Thomas,  Shirley,  D.,  Mesquite,  TX, 

$1,976.83,  XAVIER  UNIV  OF  LOUISIANA. 
New  Orleans,  LA,  Pharmacy,  MAY,  1984. 

Podiatry 

Baxter,  Bobby,  G..  Houston,  TX,  $122,429.68, 
DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL  CLG  POD  MED, 
Chicago,  IL.  Podiatry,  MAY,  1984. 

Bethea,  Carrol,  R.,  Dallas,  TX,  $59,249.35, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1985. 

Cook,  Mary.  A.,  San  Antonio,  TX,  $49,033.30, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  (»■  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  JUN.  1987. 
DeFrank.  Salvatore,  Dallas,  TX.  $129,981.06, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH.  Podiatry,  JUL,  1984. 


DeFrank.  Peter.  R..  Rowlett,  TX,  $127,765.75, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH.  Podiatry,  JUL.  1984. 

Ezzch,  Mary,  A.,  Duncanville,  TX, 
$126,153.82,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  & 
HEALTH  SQENCES.  Des  Moines,  lA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Frye,  Mark.  A..  Huntsville.  TX.  $18,826.57, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland.  OH,  Podiatiy,  MAY,  1982. 
Grocoff,  Ronald.  D.,  Plano.  TX.  $34,957.80, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED. 
Cleveland,  OH.  Podiatry,  MAY,  1980. 
Jenkins,  Gaye,  N.,  Houston,  TX.  $78486.56, 
OHIO  COLLEGE  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  CW,  Podiatry,  DEC,  1986. 

Joyce,  Anne,  F.,  ^n  Antonio,  TX, 
$143,643.65,  CXllO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Oeveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1982. 

Knutson,  Timothy.  L.,  San  Antonio,  TX, 
$83,935.77,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry.  MAY, 
1981. 

Rose,  Myrtle,  F.,  Dallas,  TX,  $109,525.79, 
OHIO  COLLECT  OF  PODIATRIC  MED, 
Cleveland,  OH,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1987. 
Sowell,  Ronald,  K.,  Dallas,  TX,  $104,674.84, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED,  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1990. 
Stillwagoner,  Lee,  W.,  Sulphur  Springs.  TX, 
$25,783.34,  UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  k 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines.  lA, 
Podiatiy,  FEB,  1986. 

Updyke,  John,  G.,  Austin.  TX,  $111,498.25, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY,  1981. 

Public  Health 

Biosah,  Ada,  N.,  Houston,  TX,  $21,808.41, 
UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH  SQ  CTR, 
Houston,  TX.  Public  Health.  FEB,  1991. 
Hill-Hawkins,  Barbara,  H..  Grand  Prairie,  TX, 
$827.13,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Public  Health,  MAY, 

1989. 

Perry,  Terry,  T.,  Houston.  TX,  $5,261.13, 
TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New  Orleans,  LA. 
Public  Health,  MAY,  1984. 

Tihfon,  Pierre,  M.,  Beaumont.  TX. 
$21,321.49,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA. 
Oklahoma  Oty,  OK,  Public  Health,  MAY, 
1988. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Brinkley,  Marty,  R.,  Kaufman,  TX.  $1 ,555.81 , 
OKLAHOMA  STATE  UNIV.  Stillwater. 
OK,  Veterinary  Medicine.  MAY,  1991. 
Dickerson,  Kathryn,  J..  Brazoria,  TX, 
$22,484.88,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute.  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Johnson,  Earnest,  H.,  Houston,  TX. 
$29,627.79,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY, 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veterinary 
Medicine,  MAY,  1982. 

Utah 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Jacoby.  Avi,  Salt  Lake  Qty,  UT.  $145,663.61, 
HAHNEMANN  MED  CLG  AND  HOSP  OF 
PHILA,  Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Plater,  Daniel,  H..  Midvale,  UT,  $78,267.83, 
UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN  CAUFORNLA.  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN. 
1988. 
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Chiroprnctu 

Bowman,  s  ,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 

$12,328^  ‘'LMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROP*"  *  ■"•€,  Davenport,  lA, 

Chiropnii  JAN,  1984. 

Brown,  JaInH^  West  Jordan,  UT, 

$50,099.3-'  P4LMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRa*  'nc,  Davenport,  lA, 
ChiroprarT)!  MAY,  1987. 

Fair,  Myron .  ( »  Hooper,  UT,  $28,586.49, 

LOS  ANGEI.E.S  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Whittier,  CA  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Karabatsos,  John  A.,Tooele,UT,  $16,246.33, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield.  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAR, 

1987. 

Mangum,  Donald,  L.,  Springville,  UT, 

$72,830  12,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACnC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Patton,  Daniel  R  ,  .Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
$83,49815  P  4 LMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRAi  'fiC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiroprartu  <  iCT,  1987. 

Robinette,  Terrv,  A.,  Sandy,  UT,  $56,186.53, 
LOGAN  Ct  II. LEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Chesterfield  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Sessions,  David  B.,  Sandy,  UT,  $85,603.67, 
SOUTHERN  (  ALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Pico  Rivera,  CA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1988. 

Tarrant,  Jeffrev,  N.,  Springdale,  UT, 
$14,823.34,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Taylor,  Todd,  R.,  Bountiful,  UT,  $3,107.29, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Dentistry 

De  Loach,  Dennis,  A.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
$143,031.38,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  Sa  CTR,  Oklahoma  City,  OK, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1987. 

Gifford,  Ciaig,  P.,  West  Valley  City,  UT, 
$94,287.53,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland,  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1987. 

Hamblin,  Robert,  L,  Provo,  UT,  $3,855.76, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC.  San  Francisco. 

CA,  Dentistry,  fUL,  1983. 

Haynie,  Michel  B.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
$134,280.5.5  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-HEALTH 
SCI  CTR,  San  Antonio,  TX,  Dentistry, 

MAY,  1987 

Israelsen,  John,  A.,  Logan,  UT.  $65,590.21, 
VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH  UNIV- 
MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1989. 

Jensen,  Alan,  C.  Salt  Lake  City,  UT, 
$62,208.01,  UNIV  OF  OKLAHOMA 
HEALTH  sa  CTR.  Oklahoma  Qty,  OK, 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Troili,  Dean,  C,  West  Jordan,  UT, 
$175,186.83,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 

Tucker,  Bret,  J.,  Salt  Lake  City.  UT, 
$56,828.40,  VIRGINIA  COMMOfJWEALTH 
UNIV-MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Dentistry, 
MAY,  1988 

Optometry 

Boyer.  David,  L.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT. 
$8,569.54,  ILL  INOIS  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETPV,  Chicago,  IL,  Optometry, 
JUN.  1982. 


Mitchell,  Mike,  K.,  5>alt  Lake  City,  UT. 
$35,993.45,  SOUTHERN  CAUF  CLG  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Fullerton,  CA,  Optometry, 
JUL,  1987. 

Podiatry 

Rindlisbacher,  Mark,  C,  Payson,  UT, 
$140,969.42,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 

MAY,  1988. 

Vermont 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Owenashley,  Frances,  Essex  Junction,  VT. 
$24,816.03,  WRIGHT  STATE  UNIV, 

Dayton,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1985. 

Pigula,  Frank,  A.,  Richmond,  VT,  $1,939.32, 
UNIV  OF  VERMONT,  Burlington.  VT, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  DEC,  1985. 

Chiropractic 

Swett,  Robert,  A„  Manchester,  VT, 

$28,172.80,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield.  MO. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1988. 

Warmann,  Richard,  Moretown,  VT, 
$59,420.93,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO. 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Dentistry 

Wiebking,  Henry,  A.,  Fairfax,  VT,  $86,536.26, 
UNIV  OF  MARYLAND-BALTIMORE, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1985. 

Virgin  Islands 

Chiropractic 

Williams,  Marlow.  S.,  St.  Croix,  VI, 
$46,709.61,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  JAN,  1986. 

Podiatry 

Crawford,  James,  G.,  St.  Thomas,  VI, 
$150,951.58,  DR.  WILUAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 

MAY,  1982. 

Virginia 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Ackerman,  Gayle,  S..  Roanoke,  VA, 
$10,591.64,  UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-KANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Belgrave,  Claude,  D.,  Hampton,  VA, 
$4,887.12,  HARVARD  UNIV  MED  SCH, 
Boston,  MA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 

1986. 

Boschulte,  Jualenda,  M.,  Alexandria,  VA, 
$53,631.67,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1986. 

Bunch,  John,  D.,  Warrenton,  VA,  $8,716.17, 
MEDICAL  UNIV  OF  SOUTH  CAROUNA, 
Charleston,  SC,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1984. 

Caesar,  Anne,  E.,  Annandale,  VA,  $85,840.00, 
GEORGE  WASHINGTON  UNIV, 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1983. 

Camacho,  Aubrey,  A.,  Arlington,  VA, 
$11,612.45,  CUNY  MOUNT  SINAI 
SCHOOL  OF  MED,  New  York.  NY, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 


Dempster,  Alexandra,  Middleburg,  VA, 
$23,412.34,  UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami.  FL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  SEP,  1983. 

Fournier,  Richard,  D.,  Virginia  Beach,  VA, 
$70,127.45,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN,  1989. 

Goodman,  Ira,  J.,  Herndon,  VA,  $2,482.45, 
RUSH  UNIVERSITY,  Chicago,  IL, 

Allopathic  Medicine,  MAR,  1985. 
Harrington,  Baxter,  C.,  Midlothian,  VA, 
$43,208.12,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1985. 

Hill,  Jean,  Claude,  Elberon,  VA,  $175,846.77, 
MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  WISC., 

Milwaukee,  WI.  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY.  1987. 

Jones,  Larry,  M.,  Roanoke,  VA,  $2,997.53, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Kirk,  Vernon,  H.,  Portsmouth,  VA, 

$47,337.84,  UNIV  OF  UTAH.  Salt  Uke 
City,  UT,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 
Lawrence,  William,  H.,  Eagle  Rock,  VA, 
$26,580.15,  UNIV  OF  MIAMI,  Miami,  FL. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1985. 

Lisner,  Blaine,  M.,  Blacluburg,  VA, 
$19,083.86,  OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY. 
Columbus,  OH,  Allopathic  Medicine,  AUG, 
1985. 

Malloy,  Harderison.  E.,  Norfolk,  VA, 
$67,912.91,  EASTERN  VIRGINIA  MED 
SCH,  Norfolk,  VA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUL.  1984. 

Marshall,  John,  T.,  Petersburg,  VA, 
$77,301.51,  MARSHALL  UNIVERSITY, 
Huntington,  WV,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUN.  1986. 

Porres,  Felipe,  G.,  Charlottesville,  VA, 
$26,335.26,  UNIV  OF  TEXAS-MED 
BRANCH,  Galveston,  TX,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1987. 

Schroeder,  David,  W.,  Richmond,  VA, 
$3,556.16,  TULANE  UNIVERSITY.  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN, 
1990. 

Scott,  Rosemary,  C.,  Saluda,  VA. 

$112,536.05,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 

1987.  ^ 

Wimbush,  John,  E.,  Richmond,  VA, 

$2,906.92,  VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH 
UNIV-MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1983. 

Chiropractic 

Bol,  Robert,  A.,  Herndon,  VA,  $16,603.37, 
NATIONAL  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Lombard,  IL, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1987. 

Boon,  Beverly,  E.,  Yorktown,  VA,  $74,665.02, 
LIFE  COLLIE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Calhoun,  Thomas,  E.,  Centreville,  VA, 
$10,883.55,  lEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 

Cather,  Robert,  D.,  Herndon,  VA,  $39,843.89, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR.  Chiropractic,  JUL,  1984. 
Christie.  Richard,  T..  Annandale,  VA, 
$5,535.79,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Davis,  Thomas,  A.,  Harrisonburg,  VA, 
$78,990.38,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
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CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Dotti,  )cdm.  T.,  Newport  News,  VA, 

$81 ,295.02,  TEXAS  CHIRCM*RACnC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena,  TX, 

Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Ganther,  Timothy,  G.,  Virginia  Beach,  VA, 
$39,916.41,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1986. 

Headley,  Patricia,  D.,  Charlottesville,  VA, 
$46,917.82,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OP 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  ESC,  1986. 

Jackson,  Zoma,  G.,  Freeman,  VA,  $22,399.57, 
LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield.  MO,  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1988.  - 
J(dmson,  Robert,  H.,  Herndon,  VA, 

$69,001.75,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport.  lA, 
Chiropractic,  AIKS,  1987. 

Kilmer,  David,  R,  Delaplane,  VA,  $39,137.36, 
LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Whittier,  CA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1985. 
McLean,  Lila,  E.,  Herndon,  VA,  $45,287.63, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiro{»actic,  JUN.  1987. 
Nelson,  Michael.  W.,  Ifemdon,  VA, 
$55,418.93,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Simmons,  Thomas,  L.  Herndon,  VA, 
$64,415.51,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MOJ,  Kansas  CUy,  MO,  ChirojHactic, 
JAN,  1987. 

Stick,  Alex,  W.,  Richmond,  VA,  $6,851.48, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport.  LA,  Chiropractic.  JUN,  1986. 
Streicher,  Bruce.  Shipman,  VA.  $62,663.98, 
UFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA. 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Taylor,  Berlan,  L.,  Hcmdon,  VA.  $16,492.75, 
LOGAN  OOLLECB  OP  CHIRCXPRACTIC. 
Chesterfield,  MO,  Chiropractic,  JUN.  1986. 
Vosburgh  Jr.,  ^{rfien,  B.,  Sterling,  VA, 
$97,742.25,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1986. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Kelly,  Mary,  B.,  Herndon,  VA.  $46,632.92. 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OT  PROT.  PSY., 

Fresno,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN, 

1989. 

Dentistry 

Amovhashem,  Parvin,  Falls  Church.  VA. 
$7,779.49.  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington.  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1990. 
Bentley,  Itavid.  J.,  Richmond,  VA, 

$15,697.81,  VIRGINIA  COMMOWBALTH 
UNIV-MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Dentistry, 

JUN,  1988. 

Bukowski,  Todd.  M,  Arlington,  VA. 
$24,404.39,  SUNY  AT  BUFFALO.  BuLfelo, 
NY.  Dentistry.  JUN,  1989. 

Bunn,  Steven,  T..  Alexandria,  VA, 

$96,688.50,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  JAN,  1986. 
Davis,  Unice,  E.,  Richmond,  VA,  $27,388.31, 
BOSTON  UNIVERSITY,  Boston.  MA. 
Dentistry.  IXBC,  1985. 

Febus,  Helby,  B.,  Alexandria,  VA,  $12,384.76, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 

Washington.  DC.  Dentistry.  MAY,  1990. 
Freeman  Jr.,  Lenwood,  Ladj^nith,  VA, 
$9,464.63,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington.  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY.  1988. 


Galley,  CeceU,  C.  Hampton,  VA.  $10,251.70. 
MEHARRY  MED  OOLLEtX,  Nashville.  TN. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1981. 

Jennings,  Kevin,  D.,  Chesapeake,  VA, 
$148,094.29.  MEHARRY  MED  CCHJ^CX, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1983. 

Jones,  Gale,  F.,  Richnumd,  VA,  $54,610.03, 
HOWARD  UNIVHtSlTY,  Washington,  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1987. 

Jones,  Linda,  F.,  L^  Ridge,  VA,  $53,247.06, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC. 
Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Labrie,  Ge^d,  F.,  Springfield.  VA, 

$18,490.95.  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1983. 
Langston,  Robin,  Y.,  Suffolk.  VA,  $11,881.83, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington,  DC. 
Dentistry,  MAY.  1989. 

Miles.  Ethel,  M,  Glen  Allen.  VA.  $21,622.59, 
VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH  UNIV- 
MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Dentistry,  MAY, 

1986. 

Miller,  Jay,  P.,  Arlington,  VA.  $8,281.99, 
GECWGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington.  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1990. 
Mitchell,  Linda.  S..  Herndon,  VA. 

$51,317.38,  UNIV  OP  MISSOURLKANSAS 
CITY,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Dentistry,  MAY. 
1988. 

Nicholas,  Robert,  Kyle,  Richmond,  VA, 
$22,222.38,  VIRGINIA  CCN^MONWEALTH 
UNIV-MCV.  Richmond,  VA.  Dentistry, 

AUG.  1987. 

Norris,  Edward,  B.,  Herndon,  VA, 
$122,340.37,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN.  Dentistry.  JUN.  1984. 
Pearson,  Haywood,  L.,  Richmond,  VA, 
$125,164.51,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE. 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1983. 
Peoples,  Douglas.  B.,  Petersburg.  VA, 
$19,387.74,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1983. 
Preston,  Richard,  G..  Richmond,  VA, 
$7,380.81,  GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 
Washington,  DC.  Dentistry,  MAY.  1985. 
Ruffin,  Wyatt.  M.,  Virginia  B^cb,  VA. 
$174,490.86,  MEHARRY  MED  COLLEGE, 
Nashville,  TN,  Dentistry,  rac.  1983. 
Shaffiier  III,  Robert,  B..  Christian^rg,  VA, 
$176,384.63,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  JUL,  1989. 

Surat,  Eric,  M.,  Roanoke,  VA,  $7,932.14, 
VIRGINIA  COMMONWEALTH  UNIV- 
MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Dentistry,  MAY. 
1985. 

Sykes,  Daniel.  P..  Virginia  Beach,  VA, 
$8,199.58,  UNIV  OF  PITTSBURGH. 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  Dentistry,  IKC,  1983. 

Terry,  Ronald,  E.,  Richmond,  VA,  $25,998.15, 
UNIV  OT  MED  8  DENT  OF  NJ— MNTAL, 
Newark.  NJ.  Dentistry,  JUN,  1982. 

Thomas,  Stephen,  J.,  Vienna,  VA,  $12,769.25, 
VIRGINIA  CC»4MONWEALTH  UNIV- 
MCV,  Richmond,  VA,  Dmitistry,  MAY, 
1984. 

Willis,  Orion,  W.,  Portsmouth,  VA. 
$27,921.28,  HOWARD  UNIVERSITY. 
Washington,  DC,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 
Wilson,  Sulyn,  Strasburg,  VA,  $5,995.01, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  DC,  Dentistry.  MAY.  1987. 

Health  Administration 
Jones,  Joanne,  P.,  Bent  Mountain,  VA, 
$2,395:99.  GECHLGIA  STATE  UNIV. 
Atlanta,  GA.  Health  Administration,  JUN, 
1987, 


Osteopathy 

Shafiransky,  Dore,  R.,  Norfolk,  VA, 
$104,348.42,  OHIO  UNIV  ATHENS 
BRANCH,  Athens,  OH,  Osteopathy,  JUN, 
1989. 

Pharmacy 

Hoffinan,  Beverley,  A..  Richmond,  VA, 
$18,753.71,  UNIV  OF  SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA,  Los  Angales.  CA.  Pharmacy, 
JUN.  1984. 

OTIarib,  Suraia.  Alexandria.  VA,  $2,661.25, 
MASSACHUSETTS  CLG  OF  PHARMACY, 
Boston,  MA.  Phwmacy,  NOV.  1988. 

Sciple.  Charles,  Gnmdy,  VA,  $62,488.02, 
MERCER  UNIVERSITY.  Atlanta,  GA. 
Pharmacy.  JUN,  1987. 

Podiatry 

Anderson  111,  Jesse.  N..  Virginia  Beach.  VA, 
$97,363.92.  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED,  Cleveland,  OH. 

Podiatry,  MAY,  1984. 

Qarii,  Debbie,  R.,  Virginia'Beach,  VA. 
$83,764.26.  UNIV  OST.  MED  k 
HEALTH  SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA. 
Podiatry,  JUN,  1987. 

Mest,  Simon,  J.,  Glen  Allen.  VA.  $18,412.69, 
PENNSYLVANIA  CLG  CM^  POMATRIC 
MED.  Philadelphia,  PA,  Podiatry.  FEB, 
1983. 

Public  Health 

Jones,  Donald,  A.,  Annandale,  VA. 
$23,486.76,  LOMA  UNDA  UNIVERSITY, 
Loma  Linda,  CA,  Public  Health.  JUN,  1983. 
Talley.  Mark,  D.,  Richmond.  VA,  n  334.73, 
UNIV  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA.  Chapel  Hill, 
NC.  Public  Health,  MAY.  1986. 
Wooldridge,  Abigail,  S.,  Annandale.  VA, 
$11,305.45,  JOHNS  HOPKINS 
UNIVERSITY,  Baltimore.  MD.  Public 
Health.  JUN,  1964. 

Veferinoiy  Medicine 
Edwards,  D^xmh,  A.,  Chesapeake,  VA, 
$12,994.03,  TUSKEGEE  UNIVERSITY. 
Tuskegee  Institute,  AL,  Veleriiuiry 
Medicine,  MAY,  1982. 

Hable,  Charles,  P..  Stuart.  VA.  $23,074.29, 
UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA,  Philadelphia, 
PA,  Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1985. 

Washington 
Allopathic  Medicine 
Clemen,  James.  T.,  Bremerton.  WA, 
$38,890.15,  UNIV  OF  SOUTH  DAKOTA. 
Vermillion,  SD,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY.  1982. 

Hanks,  Howard.  S.,  Renton.  WA.  $41,578.79, 
UNIV  OF  WASHINGTON.  Seattle.  WA. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN.  1981. 

Hursey,  Phyllis,  D.,  Ot^llo,  WA.  $3,165.41, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY,  Washington.  DC, 
Allopathic  Medicine.  MAY,  1989. 

Jackson.  Darrell,  A..  Seattle,  WA,  $5,888.14, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY.  Philadelphia.  PA. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN,  1985. 

Levine.  Henry.  M.,  Seattle.  WA,  $26,372.53, 
UNIV  OF  WASHINGTON.  Seattle.  WA. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  MAR,  1982. 

Sahm,  Roger,  A.,  Redmond,  WA,  $89,497.77, 
VANDERBILT  UNIV,  Nashville.  TN. 
Allopathic  Medicine.  JUN,  1989. 
Smith-Napom,  Atania,  Gig  Harbor,  WA. 
$68,720.34,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  PA., 
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Philadelphia,  PA,  Allopathic  Medicine, 

JUL,  1987. 

White,  Leroy,  C,  Tacoma,  WA,  $27,348.50, 
TEMPLE  UNIVERSITY,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1981. 

White,  Jeffrey,  R.,  Chattaroy,  WA,  $56,878.97, 
ORAL  ROBERTS  UNIV,  Tulsa,  OK, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1988. 

Chiropractic 

Collins,  Norman,  E.,  Renton,  WA,  $51,872.20, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1988. 

Corley,  David,  L.,  Tacoma,  WA,  $36,289.26, 
UFE  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE-WEST. 

San  Lorenzo,  CA.  Chiropractic,  JAN,  1985. 

Dailey,  Charles,  Seattle,  WA,  $70,025.42, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO). 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  MAY,  1985. 

Diel,  Gary,  R.,  Tacoma,  WA,  $89,455.99,  LIFE 
COLLIE,  Marietta,  GA,  Chiropractic,  SEP, 
1984. 

Dreyer,  Frank,  J.,  Spokane,  WA,  $12,107.74, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 

Falkenberg,  John,  Edmonds,  WA,  $21,923.57, 
NORTHWESTERN  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Bloomington,  MN, 
Chiropractic,  MAY,  1983. 

Grim,  Peter,  A.,  Bothell,  WA,  $45,825.44, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG, 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic.  DEC,  1983. 

Haydu-Handley,  Cynthia,  Renton,  WA, 
$25,599.90,  LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 
Chiropractic,  DEC,  1982. 

Hopkins,  Keith,  T.,  Leavenworth,  WA, 
$12,077.98,  LOGAN  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Chesterfield,  MO, 
Chiropractic,  OCT,  1982. 

Marschall,  Skye,  K.,  Seattle,  WA,  $85,583.33, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION,  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  DEC,  1983. 

McCord,  Allan,  R.,  Bellevue,  WA,  $12,585.98, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

McKilligan,  Terrence,  L..  Woodland,  WA, 
$12,833.55,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Mitchell,  Robert,  S.,  Redmond,  WA, 
$40,783.81,  TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX. 
Chiropractic,  MAY.  1982. 

Nicholes,  David,  L.,  Fircrest,  WA,  $15,337.41, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC, 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1989. 

Phelps,  Carl,  E.,  Issaquah,  WA,  $25,619.10, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Pittman,  Joanne,  E.,  Index,  WA,  $63,705.00, 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropractic,  MAR,  1986. 

Reehl,  Michelle,  D.,  Kent,  WA,  $6,882.83, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1982. 

Scheen,  Susan,  E.,  Vashon,  WA,  $4,804.70, 
WESTERN  STATES  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG. 
Portland,  OR,  Chiropractic,  MAR,  1983. 

Selinsky,  Michael,  Bellingham,  WA, 
$22,321.87,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  APR,  1987. 

Stanton,  Lawrence,  P.,  Edmonds,  WA, 
$7,549.15,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Whittier.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  AUG,  1983. 


Taylor,  Larry,  D.,  Wapato,  WA,  $31,992.71, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC- 
WEST,  San  Jose,  CA,  Chiropractic,  APR, 
1989. 

Thompson,  Gary,  L.,  Everett,  WA, 

$25,728.66,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Thompson,  Phillip,  A.,  Auburn,  WA, 
$45,737.97,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX,  Chiropractic, 
APR.  1987. 

Turner,  Scot,  A.,  Olympia,  WA,  $6,569.54, 
TEXAS  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG 
FOUNDATION.  Pasadena.  TX, 

Chiropractic,  JUN,  1983. 

Zipfel,  Anthony,  R.,  Republic,  WA, 
$33,967.46,  LOS  ANGELES  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Whittier.  CA. 

Chiropractic,  APR,  1988. 

Clinical  Psychology 

Akimoto,  Robert,  Seattle,  WA,  $31,190.09, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA.  Clinical  Psychology,  JUN,  1988. 

Elofson,  Olof,  R.,  Issaquah,  WA,  $17,956.90, 
UNIV  OF  MISSOURI-COLUMBIA, 
Columbia.  MO,  Clinical  Psychology,  JUL, 
1987, 

Kinney,  Lorrin,  W.,  Vancouver,  WA, 
$28,626.07,  CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF. 

.  PSY.,  Fresno,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology, 

FEB.  1985. 

Lyons,  Sandra,  C.,  Tacoma,  WA,  $31,976.86, 
CALIFORNIA  SCH.  OF  PROF.  PSY.,  San 
Diego,  CA,  Clinical  Psychology.  JUN,  1987. 

Shope,  Robert,  S.,  Bremerton,  WA, 

$24,699.49,  FULLER  THEOLOGICAL 
SEMINARY,  Pasadena,  CA,  Clinical 
Psychology,  SEP,  1987. 

Dentistry 

Adams,  Larry,  R.,  Olympia,  WA,  $10,784.18, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St.  Louis.  MO. 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Broadbent,  Calen,  H.,  Renton,  WA,  $3,626.02, 
WASHINGTON  UNIV.  St.  Louis,  MO. 
Dentistry,  JUL,  1987. 

Clark,  Russell,  A.,  Everett,  WA,  $118,485.02, 
UNIV  OF  THE  PACIFIC.  San  Francisco, 

CA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1990. 

Ghamary,  Ghafoor,  Everett,  WA,  $5,807.72, 
GEORGETOWN  UNIVERSITY, 

Washington,  EKl,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1984. 

Grosser,  Barry,  D.,  Seattle,  WA,  $3,844.75, 
UNIV  OF  WASHINGTON.  Seattle.  WA. 
Dentistry,  AUG,  1990. 

Ip,  Stephen,  C.,  Seattle,  WA.  $3,703.98,  UNIV 
OF  WASHINGTON.  Seattle,  WA.  Dentistry, 
JUN,  1988. 

Jones,  Cynthia,  A.,  Lacey,  WA,  $16,199.48, 
HOWARD  UNIVERSITY.  Washington,  DC, 
Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Milton,  James,  A.,  Centralia,  WA,  $82,744.00, 
LOMA  LINDA  UNIVERSITY,  Loma  Linda, 
CA,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 

Optometry 

Davis,  James,  C.,  Yakima,  WA,  $69,872.10, 
ILUNOIS  COLLEGE  OF  OPTOMETRY. 
Chicago,  IL,  Optometry,  MAY,  1985. 

Splinter,  Kenneth.  W.,  Kelso,  WA, 
$19,131.41,  PAQFIC  UNIVERSITY.  Forest 
Grove,  OR,  Optometry,  JUN,  1984. 


Osteopathy 

Kennedy,  Sheila,  Z..  Renton,  WA, 

$124,190.69.  OKLAHOMA  CLG  OF  OST 
MED  ft  SURGERY,  Tulsa,  OK,  Osteopathy, 
MAY,  1985, 

Pharmacy 

Day,  Harold,  E.,  Bremerton,  WA,  $1,869.09, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY.  Omaha.  NE. 
Pharmacy,  JAN,  1987. 

Podiatry 

Allen,  Karen,  J.,  Everett,  WA,  $106,104.35, 
CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD  MED.  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  JUN,  1986. 

Chow,  Aaron,  L.,  Lacey,  WA,  $63,748.20, 
UNIV  OF  OST.  MED  ft  HEALTH 
SCIENCES,  Des  Moines,  lA,  Podiatry,  JUN, 
1988. 

Morrison,  John,  T..  Port  Orchard,  WA. 
$29,924.11,  OHIO  COLLEGE  OF 
PODIATRIC  MED.  Cleveland,  OH, 

Podiatry,  OCT,  1984. 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Crook,  Nancy,  L,  Blaine,  WA,  $4,647.96, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV.  East  Lansing. 

MI,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUL,  1985. 

West  Virginia 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Carmenate,  Brigitte,  Morgantown,  WV, 
$27,775.95,  SUNY  AT  STONY  BROOK, 
Stony  Brook.  NY.  Allopathic  Medicine, 
JUN.  1989. 

Chiropractic 

Akbary,  Ali,  Huntington,  WV,  $25,214.71, 
SOUTHERN  CALIF  CLG  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC.  Pico  Rivera.  CA. 
Chiropractic,  FEB,  1986. 

Loesser,  Raymond,  J.,  Williamstown,  WV, 
$23,475.38,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1987. 

Dentistry 

Freeman,  Kenneth,  B.,  Charleston,  WV, 
$29,673.48,  CASE  WESTERN  RESERVE 
UNIV,  Cleveland.  OH,  Dentistry,  MAY, 
1986. 

Graham,  James,  B.,  Princeton,  WV, 
$177,286.44,  BOSTON  UNIVERSITY. 
Boston,  MA,  Dentistry,  JUN,  1986. 

Health  Administration 

Shelton,  Sharon,  T.,  Princeton,  WV, 
$13,960.98,  UNIV  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Health  Administration, 
MAY.  1987. 

Optometry 

Moore,  Gregory,  S.,  Clendenin,  WV, 
$62,942.66,  SOUTHERN  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Memphis,  TN.  Optometry, 
NOV,  1987. 

Osteopathy 

Booth,  Christophe,  R.,  Lewisburg,  WV, 
$18,931.74,  WEST  VIRGINIA  SCH  OF  OST 
MED,  Lewisburg,  WV,  Osteopathy,  MAY, 
1989. 

Dillard,  Morris,  S.,  Hurricane,  WV, 
$96,203.33,  WEST  VIRGINIA  SCH  OF  OST 
MED,  Lewisburg,  WV,  Osteopathy,  MAY, 
1986. 
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Kostenko,  Michael,  M.,  Beckley,  WV, 
$16,568.32.  CLG  OF  OST  MEDICINE  OF 
THE  PAQFIC,  Pomona,  CA,  Osteopathy, 
JUN,  1984. 

Spanos,  George.  K.,  Ceredo,  WV,  $8,679.15, 
WEST  VIRGINIA  SCH  OF  OST  MED, 
Lewisburg,  WV,  Osteopathy,  JUL,  1983. 

Wisconsin 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Allen,  Douglas, ).,  Marshfield,  Wl, 

$30,384.98,  UNIV  OF  WISCONSIN, 
Madison.  WI,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1990. 

Ambrose,  Rustin,  E..  Milwaukee,  WI, 
$4,973.37,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF  WlSC.. 
Milwaukee,  WI.  Allopathic  Medicine, 

MAY.  1982. 

Boyd,  Olage,  W.,  Milwaukee,  WI, 

$155,662.99,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  Wl,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Coalman,  Perry,  G.,  Wisconsin  Dells,  WI, 
$21,539.99,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
WI^.,  Milwaukee,  Wl,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1984. 

Gochis  Jr.,  Paul,  D.,  Pewaukee,  Wl, 
$24,014.05,  UNIV  OF  COLORADO  MC. 
Denver,  CO,  Allopathic  Medicine,  MAY, 
1985. 

Harris,  Ernest,  H.,  Madison,  WI,  $30,292.57, 
UNIV  OF  ILLINOIS-CHICAGO,  Chicago.  IL, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1983. 

Kushner,  Brad,  D.,  Whitewater,  Wl, 
$111,456.17,  CHICAGO  MED  SCHOOL. 
North  Chicago,  IL,  Allopathic  Medicine, 
MAY,  1987. 

Leisman,  Scott,  K.,  Madison,  WI,  $8,645.55, 
UNIV  OF  WISCONSIN.  Madison.  WI, 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1982. 

Miller,  Julie,  A.,  Menomonee  Falls,  WI, 
$41,416.37,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
YllX.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  JAN,  1986. 

Pounds,  Lawrence,  M.,  Rubicon,  Wl, 
$157,790.03.  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wise.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  MAY,  1988. 

Tesch,  Patrick,  R.,  Milwaukee,  Wl, 
$28,935.55,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
WI%.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  SEP.  1986. 

Wustrack,  Mary,  B.,  Eldorado,  Wl, 
$36,657.90,  MEDICAL  COLLEGE  OF 
Wl^.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  Allopathic 
Medicine,  OCT,  1988. 

Chiropractic 

Bisesi,  Raymond,  C,  Milwaukee,  WI, 
$7,544.21,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MOJ,  Kansas  Qty,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
JAN,  1986. 

English,  Thomas,  W..  Green  Bay,  WI, 
$30,431.72,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA, 
Chiropractic,  MAR,  1985. 

Hansen,  Timothy.  J.,  Pewaukee,  Wl, 
$17,315.01,  PARKER  COLLEGE  OF 


CHIROPRACTIC,  Dallas,  TX.  Chiropractic. 
DEC.  1986. 

Jackson,  William,  E.,  Oshkosh,  WI, 

$25,961.77,  CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC 
CLG  (MO),  Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic, 
SEP.  1984. 

Mason,  Joseph,  G.,  Marinette,  WI,  $23,264.70, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1984. 
Meike,  Alan,  D.,  Elkhom,  WI,  $627.97, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  JUN,  1991. 
Meldonia,  Barbara,  J.,  Stevens  Point,  WI, 
$87,459.89,  PALMER  COLLEGE  OF 
CHIROPRACTIC,  Davenport,  lA. 
Chiropractic,  JUN,  1985. 

Nelson,  Michael,  D.,  Wilton,  WI,  $39,550.42, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  DEC,  1984. 
Wedesky,  Mary,  Jo,  Monroe,  vill,  $48,115.78. 
LIFE  COLLEGE,  Marietta,  GA, 

Chiropra'ctic,  DEC,  1983. 

Werner,  Mory,  V.,  Seymour,  WI,  $54,172.16, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City.  MO,  Chiropractic.  SEP.  1983. 

Dentistry 

Blank,  William,  C.,  Milwaukee,  Wl, 

$8,741.67,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1981. 
Firer,  Simon,  Milwaukee,  WI,  $41,957.46, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 
WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1983. 

Kammer,  Lisa,  A.,  Frederic,  WI,  $29,087.39, 
UNIV  OF  DETROIT.  Detroit.  Ml.  Dentistry. 
MAY.  1987. 

Law,  Daniel,  C.,  Milwaukee,  WI,  $62,280.47, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee, 
WI,  Dentistry,  AUG,  1985. 

Le  Fevre,  Peter.  G.,  Milwaukee,  Wl, 
$76,790.97,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  Wl,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1986. 
Lloyd,  Donald,  G.,  Oshkosh,  Wl,  $4,832.94, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 
Wl,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1981. 

Lovas,  James,  R.,  Three  Lakes,  Wl, 
$83,514.71,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 
Mallien,  Maria,  E.,  Milwaukee,  WI, 
$138,093.03,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  DEC,  1985. 
Moon,  Craig,  Wm,  Milwaukee,  WI, 
$134,257.66,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1988. 
Morrison,  Michael,  B.,  Shorewood,  WI, 
$149,449.26,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY.  1988. 
Reed,  John,  F.,  Janesville,  WI,  $130,646.55, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 
WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1985. 

Sanderson,  Scott,  F.,  Stoughton,  WI, 
$44,237.17,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1989. 
Spheeris,  Eleni,  N.,  Milwaukee.  WI, 
$49,794.92,  MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY. 
Milwaukee,  WI,  Dentistry,  .MAY,  1988. 
Stojkovich,  Lou,  Milwaukee,  WI,  $64,968.54, 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 
Wl,  Dentistry,  MAY,  1987. 


Tanski,  Thomas,  A.,  Jackson,  Wl,  $13,838.81 , 
MARQUETTE  UNIVERSITY.  Milwaukee. 

WI,  Dentistry.  MAY,  1982. 

Optometry 

Mahoney,  Robert,  G.,  Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI. 
$153,054.93,  ILUNOIS  COLLEGE  OF 
OPTOMETRY,  Chicago,  IL.  Optometry, 

JUN,  1987. 

Pharmacy 

Binagy,  Dorothea,  W..  Whitewater,  Wl, 
$15,988.13,  TEMPLE  UNIVnERSITY. 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Pharmacy,  SEP,  1986 

Podiatry 

Fox-Woodard,  David,  Ted,  Madison,  Wl, 
$65,498.28,  CALIFORNIA  CLG  OF  POD 
MED,  San  Francisco,  CA,  Podiatry,  MAY. 
1985. 

Hilton,  Jonathon.  H.,  Burlington,  WI, 
$29,338.76,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 

MAY.  1980. 

Price,  Melvin,  B.,  Milwaukee,  Wl, 
$105,018.47,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago.  IL,  Podiatry,  JUL. 
1985. 

Westerfield,  Michael,  J.,  Elkhom,  WI, 
$151,237.87,  DR.  WILLIAM  M.  SCHOLL 
CLG  POD  MED,  Chicago,  IL,  Podiatry, 

MAY.  1988. 

Public  Health 

Rodriguez,  Victor,  Whitewater,  WI, 

$3,537.82.  TULANE  UNIVERSITY,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  Public  Health,  MAY.  1989 

Veterinary  Medicine 

Burnett,  Craig.  K.,  Oshkosh,  WI,  $1,312.83, 
MICHIGAN  STATE  UNIV,  East  Unsing, 

MI,  Veterinary  Medicine,  JUN,  1984. 

Nance.  Dara,  K.,  Madison,  WI,  $31,482.47. 
UNIV  OF  WISCONSIN,  Madison.  Wl, 
Veterinary  Medicine,  MAY,  1991. 

Wyoming 

Allopathic  Medicine 

Rainey,  Debra,  K.,  Casper,  WY,  $24,031.13, 
CREIGHTON  UNIVERSITY.  Omaha.  NE. 
Allopathic  Medicine,  JUN,  1986. 

Chiropractic 

Hess,  Donald,  E.,  Casper,  WY,  $24,200.75, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  COLLEGE. 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1985. 
Hildebrand,  Todd,  Gillette,  WY,  $1,292.84, 
PALMER  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPRACTIC. 
Davenport,  lA,  Chiropractic,  SEP,  1989. 
Hill,  Fred,  D.,  Kemmerer,  WY,  $1,898.36, 
CLEVELAND  CHIROPRACTIC  CLG  (MO), 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Chiropractic,  AUG,  1982. 
Dated;  August  23, 1993. 

William  A.  Robinson, 

Acting  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  93-20832  Filed  8-27-93;  8;45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcentent 

30  CFR  Part  870 
RIN  1029-AB50 

Abandoned  Mine  Reclamation  Fund- 
Fee  Collection  and  Coal  Production 
Reporting;  Requirements  for  Payment 
by  Eiectronic  Transfer 

AGENCY:  OHice  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  Interior. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM)  of 
the  United  States  Department  of  the 
Interior  (DOI)  proposes  to  amend  its 
regulations  governing  reclamation  fee 
payments.  The  revised  rule  would 
establish  a  new  dollar  threshold  of 
$25,000  or  more  for  quarterly  fee 
payments  made  by  electronic  transfer  of 
funds  to  the  Treasury  Financial 
Communications  System.  The  increased 
use  of  the  eiectronic  transfer  of  funds  by 
those  making  reclamation  fee  payments 
would  allow  the  Department  to  expedite 
and  streamline  its  fee  collection  e^orts. 
DATES:  Written  comments:  OSM  will 
accept  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  rule  until  5  p.m.  Eastern  time 
on  October  29. 1993. 

Public  hearings:  Upon  request,  OSM 
will  hold  public  hearings  on  the 
proposed  rule  within  the  comment 
period.  OSM  will  accept  requests  for 
hearings  until  5  p.m.  Eastern  time  on 
September  29, 1993. 

mdividuals  wishing  to  attend  but  not 
testify  at  any  hearing  should  contact  the 
person  identified  under  “FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT”  beforehand  to 
verify  that  the  hearing  will  be  held. 
ADDRESSES:  Written  comments:  Hand- 
deliver  to  the  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement, 
Administrative  Record,  room  660  NC, 
800  North  Capitol  Street.  NW., 
Washington.  DC,  or  mail  to  the  Office  of 
Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and 
Enforcement,  Administrative  Record, 
room  660  NC,  1951  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  EXH  20240. 

Public  hearings:  The  addresses  and 
times  for  any  hearings  that  may  be 
scheduled  will  be  announced  prior  to 
the  hearings. 

Requests  for  public  hearings:  Requests 
may  be  made  orally  or  in  writing  to  the 
person  and  address  specified  under 
“FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT”  by 
the  time  specified  under  “DATES.” 


FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Delleane  McKenzie,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Director.  Finance  and 
Accounting,  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement.  1951 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20240;  Telephone  (202)  206-2560 
(Commercial)  and  (FTS). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Public  Comment  Procedures 

II.  Background 

III.  Discussion  of  Proposed  Rule 

IV.  Procedural  Matters 

I.  Public  Comment  Procedures 

Written  comments 

Written  comments  submitted  on  the 
proposed  rule  should  be  specific, 
should  be  confined  to  issues  pertinent 
to  the  proposed  rule,  and  should 
explain  the  reason  for  any 
recommended  change.  Where 
practicable,  commenters  should  submit 
three  copies  of  their  comments  (see 
“ADDRESSES”).  Comments  received  after 
the  close  of  the  comment  period  (see 
“DATE”)  may  not  be  considered  or 
included  in  the  Administrative  Record 
for  the  final  rules. 

Public  Hearings 

OSM  will  hold  public  hearings  on  the 
proposed  rules  upon  request  only.  If 
only  one  person  expresses  an  interest,  a 
public  meeting  rather  than  a  hearing 
may  be  held  and  the  results  includ^  in 
the  Administrative  Record. 

If  a  hearing  is  held,  it  will  continue 
until  all  persons  wishing  to  testify  have 
been  heard.  To  assist  the  transcriber  and 
ensure  an  accurate  record,  OSM 
requests  that  persons  who  testify  at  a 
hearing  give  ffie  transcriber  a  written 
copy  of  their  testimony.  To  assist  OSM 
in  preparing  appropriate  responses. 
OSM  also  requests  that  persons  who 
plan  to  testify  submit  to  OSM.  at  the 
address  previously  specified  for  the 
submission  of  written  comments  (see 
“ADDRESSES"),  an  advance  copy  of  their 
testimony. 

II.  Background 

Section  402(b)  of  the  Surface  Mining 
Control  and  Reclamation  Act  of  1977 
(the  Act)  (30  U.S.C.  1232(b))  provides 
that  a  reclamation  fee  on  produced  coal 
shall  be  paid  no  later  than  thirty  days 
after  the  end  of  each  calendar  quarter. 
Section  413(a)  of  the  Act  (30  U.S.C. 
1242(a))  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  do  all  things  necessary  or 
expedient,  including  promulgation  of 
rules  and  regulations,  to  implement  and 
administer  the  provisions  of  the  Act 


relating  to  Abandoned  Mine 
Reclamation  (title  IV). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  OSM 
proposes  to  amend  30  CFR  870.15(d). 

The  revised  rule  would  lower  the  wire 
transfer  threshold  from  $100,000  to 
$25,000.  This  would  require  those 
companies  which  owe  $25,000  or  more 
for  quarterly  reclamation  fees  to  submit 
such  payments  through  the  use  of  the 
Treasury  Financial  Communications 
System  (TFCS)  electronic  payments. 

Approximately  100  companies 
currently  pay  via  wire  transfer; 
however,  by  lowering  the  threshold  to 
$25,000,  OSM  estimates  that 
approximately  1,500  companies  would 
utilize  the  wire  transfer  method  of 
payment.  Payments  from  these 
companies  total  $54  million  to  $55 
million  per  quarter.  Instead  of 
submitting  checks  to  OSM  for  these 
amounts,  these  companies  would  have 
their  banks  wire  funds  through  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  to  the  account 
for  the  United  States  Treasury  at  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York 
(FRBNY).  Through  the  use  of  TFCS  for 
these  large  accounts,  the  Department 
will  be  able  to  expedite  and  streamline 
its  fee  collection  efforts. 

The  Treasury  Financial 
Communications  System  is  the 
computer-to-computer  link  between  the 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York.  This 
system  provides  the  capability  for:  (1) 
Automated  receipt  and  processing  of 
funds  transfer  and  (2)  computer-assisted 
generation  of  funds  transfer  between 
Treasury,  Federal  Reserve  banks,  and 
other  banks  utilizing  the  Federal 
Reserve  Communications  System 
(FRCS).  The  TFCS  also  integrates  such 
traffic  into  Treasury’s  Government- wide 
Accounting  System  which  accounts  for 
all  Federal  receipts  and  outlays. 

Treasury  maintains  an  account  at 
FRBNY.  As  a  result,  banks  that  maintain 
an  account  at  a  Federal  Reserve  bank 
may  send  funds  transfers  to  Treasury 
throii^  the  FRCS  for  credit  to  the 
Account  of  the  U.S.  Treasury  at  FRBNY. 
Funds  transfers  between  Treasury  and 
banks  that  so  not  maintain  an  account 
at  a  Federal  Reserve  bank  are  processed 
through  correspondent  banks  that  do 
maintain  an  account  at  a  Federal 
Reserve  bank. 

Following  are  the  TFCS  funds  transfer 
message  format  and  specific  instructions 
from  the  Treasury  Fiscal  Requirements 
Manual  for  fund  transfer  messages  to  be 
used  in  paying  reclamation  fees: 
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Funds  Transfer  Message  Format 

Item  1 — Priority  Code — ^The  Priority 
code  will  be  provided  by  the  sending 
bank.  (Note:  Some  Federal  Reserve 
district  banks  may  not  require  this 
item.) 

Item  2 — ^Treasury  E)epartment  Code — 
The  nine  digit  identifier  “021030004”  is 
the  routing  symbol  of  the  Treasury.  This 
item  is  a  constant  and  is  required  for  all 
funds  transfer  messages  sent  to 
Treasury. 

Item  3 — ^Type  Code — ^The  code  will  be 
provided  by  the  sending  bank. 

Item  4 — Sending  Bank  Code — ^This 
nine-digit  identifier  will  be  provided  by 
the  sending  bank. 

Item  5 — Class  Code — ^This  class  code 
may  be  provided  by  the  sending  bank  at 
its  option  (if  permitted  by  its  Federal 
Reserve  district  bank). 

Item  6 — Reference  Number — The 
reference  number  may  be  inserted  by 
the  sending  bank  to  identify  the 
transaction. 

Item  7 — ^Amount — ^The  amount  will 
include  the  dollar  sign  and  the 
appropriate  punctuation  including  cents 
digits.  This  item  will  be  provided  by  the 
depositor. 

Item  8 — Sending  Bank  Name — ^The 
telegraphic  abbreviation  which 
corresponds  to  item  4  will  be  provided 
by  the  sending  bank. 

Item  9 — ^Treasury  Department  Name — 
This  item  is  of  critical  importance.  It 
must  appear  on  the  funds  transfer 
message  in  the  precise  manner  as  stated 
to  allow  for  the  automated  processing 


and  classification  of  the  funds  transfer 
message  to  the  agency  location  code  of 
the  appropriate  agency.  The  item  is 
comprised  of  a  rigidly  formatted, 
nonvariable  sequence  of  11  characters 
dehned  as  follows: 


Character 

#(s) 

Character(s)  | 

Definition 

1-5 . 

TREAS 

First  part  of 
Treasury  De¬ 
partment  tele¬ 
graphic  abbre¬ 
viation. 

6 . 

Space  (leave 
blar*}. 

7-9 . 

NYC 

i 

SecoTKl  part  of 
Treasury  De- 
i  partment  Tele- 

j  graphic  abbre¬ 
viation. 

10 . 

/ 

Slash. 

11  . 

( 

Left  parenthesis. 

The  11  characters  must  be  left-justified  on 
line  5  of  the  furKjs  transfer  message  and  must 
appear  as  follows: 


TREAS  NYC/(14180001). 

Item  10 — ^Agency  Location  Code — 
This  item  is  of  critical  importance.  It 
must  appear  on  the  funds  transfer 
message  in  the  precise  manner  is  stated 
to  allow  for  the  automated  processing 
and  classification  of  the  funds  transfer 
message  to  the  agency  location  code  of 
the  appropriate  agency.  The  agency 
location  code  refers  to  three-,  four-,  or 
eight-digit  numeric  symbols  used  to 
identify  Government  departments  and 


agencies  (e.g.  accounting  stations, 
disbursing  and  collecting  offices). 

OSM's  unique  code  must  be  specified  in 
the  funds  transfer  message  in  order  for 
the  funds  to  be  correctly  classified  to  the 
agency.  The  code  must  immediately 
follow  the  left  parenthesis  of  item  9, 
must  contain  no  spaces,  dashes,  or  other 
extra  characters,  and  must  be 
immediately  followed  by  a  right 
parenthesis.  This  item  would  appear  on 
line  5  of  the  funds  transfer  message  in 
conjunction  with  item  9  as  shown 
below: 

TREAS  NYC/(14180001) 

Item  11 — Agency  Name — OSM 

Item  12 — ^Third  Party  Information — 
Information  to  identify  the  reason  for 
the  funds  transfer  should  be  provided 
here.  “Mine  ID,  sequence  type,  year/ 
quarter  i.e.,  1534567,01.5,  91/2”  is  an 
example,  meaning  reclamation  fees  for 
one  or  several  MSHA  ID’s.  In  addition, 
the  permit  number  should  also  be 
included  with  this  information. 

These  instructions  will  be  mailed  to 
coal-producing  companies,  along  with 
Forms  OSM-l’s  and  OSM-l(a)’s,  which 
are  forms  used  to  report  quarterly  coal 
production  to  OSM.  Submission  of 
OSM-l’s  and  OSM-l(a)’s  will  remain 
the  same,  except  that  companies 
required  to  use  wire  transfer  should 
indicate  on  the  reporting  form(s)  that 
fees  have  been  submitted  via  wire 
transfer  and  the  Master  Entity  Number, 
Part  1,  Block  4,  on  the  OSM-1  Form. 
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This  rule  changes  the  requirement  for 
electronic  transfer  of  payments  totalling 
$25,000  or  more  per  quarter,  per 
company  and  is  proposed  to  become 
effective  for  all  reclamation  fees  due  or 
overdue  on  April  1, 1993. 

III.  Discussion  of  Proposed  Rule 

Section  870.15(d) — Reclamation  Fee 
Payment 

Under  the  proposal,  an  operator  who 
owes  total  quarterly  reclamation  fees  of 
$25,000  or  more  for  one  or  more  mines 
would  be  required  to:  use  the  Treasury 
Financial  Communications  System — 
electronic  payments;  forward  its 
payments  by  electronic  transfer;  include 
the  applicable  master  entity  niunber 
(Part  1,  Block  4,  on  the  OSM-1  Form) 
surface  mining  permit  and  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  A^inistration 
Identification  numbers  by  year/quarter 
on  the  wire  message;  and  use  OSM’s 
approved  form(s)  to  report  production  to 
the  address  specified  in  paragraph  (d)(2) 
of  this  section. 

Operators  who  owe  less  than  $25,000 
in  quarterly  reclamation  fees  for  one  or 
more  mines  could  either  forward 
payments  by  electronic  transfer  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures 
specified  in  proposed  paragraph 
870.15(d)(1);  or  submit  a  check  or 
money  order  payable  to  the  Office  of 
Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and 
Enforcement,  in  the  same  envelope  with 
OSM’s  approved  form(s)  to:  Office  of 
Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and 
Enforcement,  P.O.  Box  360095M, 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  15251. 

A  paragraph  would  be  added  to  the 
rule  clarifying  that  operators  who 
submit  a  payment  of  more  than  $25,000 
by  a  method  other  than  electronic 
transfer  to  the  Treasury  Financial 
Communications  System — Fedwire 
Deposit  System  would  be  in  violation  of 
the  requirements  of  the  Act,  as 
amended. 

rV.  Procedural  Matters 

This  rule  does  not  contain  collections 
of  information  which  require  approval 
by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  under  44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq. 

Executive  Order  12291  and  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  document  is  not  a 
major  rule  under  the  criteria  of 
Executive  Order  12291  and  certifies  that 
it  will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
effect  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act,  5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.  The  rule  merely 
specifies  the  manner  in  which 
reclamation  fee  payments  are  to  be 


made  to  OSM.  It  does  not  alter  the 
amount  or  firequency  of  payment.  The 
rule  does  not  distinguish  between  small 
and  large  entities. 

Executive  Order  12778  on  Civil  Justice 
Reform 

This  wire  transfer  rule  has  been 
reviewed  under  the  applicable 
standards  of  section  2(b)(2)  of  Executive 
Order  12778,  Civil  Justice  Reform  (56 
FR  55195).  In  general,  the  requirements 
of  section  2(b)(2)  of  Executive  Order 
12778  are  covered  by  the  preamble 
discussion  of  this  wire  transfer  rule. 

Additional  remarks  follow  concerning 
individual  elements  of  the  Executive 
Order: 

A.  What  is  the  preemptive  effect,  if 
any,  to  be  given  to  the  regulation? 

■The  wire  transfer  rule  will  not  have 
any  preemptive  effect  on  any  state  law. 
This  relates  only  to  Federal  obligations. 

B.  What  is  the  effect  on  existing 
Federal  law  or  regulation,  if  any, 
including  all  provisions  repealed  or 
modified? 

This  rule  modifies  the 
implementation  of  the  Act  as  described 
herein,  and  is  not  intended  to  modify 
the  implementation  of  any  other  Federal 
statute.  The  preceding  discussion  of  this 
rule  specifies  the  Federal  regulatory 
provisions  that  are  affected  by  this  rule. 

C.  Does  the  rule  provide  a  clear  and 
certain  legal  standard  for  affected 
conduct  rather  than  a  general  standard, 
while  promoting  simplification  and 
burden  reduction? 

The  standards  established  by  this  rule 
are  as  clear  and  certain  as  practicable, 
given  the  complexity  of  the  topics 
covered  and  the  mandates  of  the  Act. 

D.  What  is  the  retroactive  effect,  if 
any,  to  be  given  to  the  regulation? 

This  rule  is  not  intended  to  have 
retroactive  effect. 

E.  Are  administrative  proceedings 
required  before  parties  may  file  suit  in 
court?  Which  proceedings  apply?  Is  the 
exhaustion  of  administrative  remedies 
required? 

No  administrative  proceedings  are 
required  before  parties  may  file  suit  in 
court  challenging  the  provisions  of  this 
rule  under  section  526(a)  of  the  Act,  30 
U.S.C.  1276(a). 

F.  Does  the  rule  define  key  terms, 
either  explicitly  or  by  reference  to  other 
regulations  or  statutes  that  explicitly 
define  those  items? 

Terms  which  are  important  to  the 
understanding  of  this  rule  are  set  forth 
in  30  CFR  700.5,  701.5,  and  870.5. 

G.  Does  the  rule  address  other 
important  issues  affecting  clarity  and 
general  draftsmanship  of  regulations  set 
forth  by  the  Attorney  General,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Director  of  the  Office 


of  Management  and  Budget,  that  are 
determined  to  be  in  accordance  with  the 
purposes  of  the  Executive  Order? 

As  of  August  30, 1993,  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  have  not 
issued  any  guidance  on  this 
requirement. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA) 

This  proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed 
by  OSM  and  it  has  been  determined  to 
be  categorically  excluded  from  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA)  process  in  accordance  with  the 
Departmental  Manual  (516  DM  2, 
appendix  1.10)  and  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Regulations  for 
Implementing  the  Procedural  Provisions 
of  NEPA  (40  CFR  1507.3). 

Author 

The  author  of  this  proposed  rule  is 
Delleane  McKenzie,  Finance  and 
Accounting,  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement.  1951 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20240;  Telephone  (202)  208-2560, 
Commercial  or  (FTS). 

List  of  Subjects  in  30  CFR  Part  870 

Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Surface  mining. 
Underground  mining. 

Dated;  June  7, 1993. 

Michael  Dombeck, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  Land  and 
Minerals  Management. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
30  CFR  part  870  as  set  forth  below: 

PART  870— ABANDONED  MINE 
RECLAMATION  FUND— FEE 
COLLECTION  AND  COAL 
PRODUCTION  REPORTING 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  870 
continues  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  30  U.S.C.  1201  et  seq.,  as 
amended;  and  Pub.  L.  100-34. 

2.  Section  870.15(d)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  870.1 5  Reclamation  tee  payment 
***** 

(d)(1)  An  operator  who  owes  total 
quarterly  reclamation  fees  of  $25,000  or 
more  for  one  or  more  mines  shall: 

(i)  Use  the  Treasury  Financial 
Communications  System — electronic 
payments; 

(ii)  Forward  its  payments  by 
electronic  transfer; 

(iii)  Include  the  applicable  master 
entity  (Part  1 — Block  4  on  the  OSM-1 
Form)  surface  mining  permit  and  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Administration 
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identiHcation  numbers  by  year/quarter 
on  the  wire  message;  and 
(iv)  Use  OSM’s  approved  form(s)  to 
report  production  to  the  address 
specified  in  paragraph  (d)(2)  of  this 
section. 

(2)  An  operator  who  owes  less  than 
$25,000  in  quarterly  reclamation  fees  for 
one  or  more  mines  may: 

(i)  Forward  payments  by  electronic 
transfer  in  accordance  wiUi  the 


procedures  specified  in  paragraph  (d)(1) 
of  this  section;  or 

(ii)  Submit  a  check  or  money  order 
payable  to  the  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  in  the 
same  envelope  with  OSM’s  approved 
form(s)  to;  Oflice  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  P.O.  Box 
360095M.  Pittsburgh.  Pennsylvania 
15251. 


(3)  An  operator  who  submits  a 
payment  of  more  than  $25,000  by  a 
method  other  than  electronic  transfer  to 
the  Treasury  Financial  Communications 
System— electronic  payments  shall  be  in 
violation  of  the  Surface  Mining  Control 
and  Reclamation  Act  of  1977,  as 
amended. 

*  «  *  *  • 

IFR  Doc.  93-20628  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am) 
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FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

Changes  to  the  Hotel  and  Motel  Fire 
Safety  Act  National  Master  List 

AGENCY:  United  States  Fire 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA  or  Agency) 
gives  notice  of  additions  and 
corrections/changes  to,  and  deletions 
from,  the  national  master  list  of  places 
of  public  accommodations  which  meet 
the  fire  prevention  and  control 
guidelines  imder  the  Hotel  and  Motel 
Fire  Safety  Act. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  29, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  the  master 
list  are  invited  and  may  be  addressed  to 
the  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency,  500  C 
Street,  SW.,  room  840,  Wadiington,  DC 
20472,  (fax)  (202)  646-4536.  To  be 
added  to  the  National  Master  List,  or  to 
make  any  other  change  to  the  list,  see 
Supplemental  Information  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Larry  Maruskin,  Office  of  Fire 
Prevention  and  Arson  Control,  United 
States  Fire  Administraticm,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
National  Emwgency  Training  Center, 
16825  South  Seton  Avwiue, 


Emmitsburg.  MD  21727,  (301)  447- 
1141. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Acting 
tmder  the  Hotel  and  Motel  Fire  Saf^ 
Act  of  1990, 15  U.S.C.  2201  note,  the 
United  States  Fire  Administration  has 
worked  with  each  State  to  compile  a 
national  master  list  of  all  of  the  places 
of  public  accommodation  aflecting 
commerce  located  in  each  State  t^t 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  guidelines 
under  the  Act.  FEMA  publish^  the 
national  master  list  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  Tuesday,  November  24. 

1992,  57  FR  55314,  and  published 
changes  approximately  mcmthly  since 
then. 

Parties  wishing  to  be  added  to  the 
National  Master  List,  or  to  make  any 
other  change,  should  contact  the  State 
office  or  official  respmisible  for 
compiling  listings  of  properties  which 
comply  with  the  Hotel  and  Motel  Fire 
Safety  Act.  A  list  of  State  cmitacts  was 
published  in  58  FR  17020  on  Mardi  31, 

1993.  If  the  published  list  is  unavailable 
to  you,  the  State  Fire  Marshal's  office 
can  direct  you  to  the  appropriate  office. 
Periodically  FEMA  will  update  and 
redistribute  the  national  master  list  to 
incmporate  additions  and  corrections/ 
changes  to  the  list,  and  deletions  from 
the  list,  that  are  received  from  the  State 
offices. 

Each  update  contains  or  may  contain 
three  categmies:  “Additions;" 


“Correcti(His/changes;"  and 
“Deletions."  For  the  purposes  of  the 
updates,  the  three  categories  mean  and 
include  the  following: 

“Additions”  are  either  names  of 
properties  submitted  by  a  State  but 
.inadvertently  omitted  firom  the  initial 
master  list  or  names  of  properties 
submitted  by  a  State  after  publication  of 
the  initial  master  list; 

“Corrections/changes”  are  corrections 
to  property  names,  addresses  or 
telephone  numbers  previously 
published  or  changes  to  previously 
published  information  directed  by  the 
State,  such  as  changes  of  address  or 
telephone  numbers,  or  spelling 
cmections;  and 

“Deletions"  are  entries  previously 
submitted  by  a  State  and  published  in 
the  national  master  list  or  an  update  to 
the  national  master  list,  but 
subsequently  removed  from  the  list  at 
the  direction  of  the  State. 

Copies  of  the  national  master  list  and 
its  updates  may  be  obtained  by  writing 
to  the  Government  Printing  Office. 
Superintendent  of  Dociunents, 
Washington,  DC  20402-9325.  When 
requesting  copies  please  refer  to  stock 
number  069-001-00049-1. 

The  update  to  the  national  master  list 
follows  below. 

Dated:  August  24, 1993. 

Spence  W.  Pnny, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 


HOTEL  AND  MOTEL  FIRE  SAFETY  ACT  NATIONAL  MASTER  LIST  08/23/93  UPDATE 


PROPERTY  NAME 

PO  BOXffTT  NO..  STREET 
ADDRESS 

CITY,  STATE/ZIP 

TELEPHONE 

AddWom 

ALABAMA: 

RAMADAINN  . ,  . 

3001  ROSS  CLARK  CiR 

DHTHAN,  A1  .‘lA.'IOI 

(205)  792-0031 
(205)382-3118 
(205)  666-1044 
(205)835-3988 
(205)  831-3410 

(501)  776-a?00 

(602)  952-6420 

ECONO  LODGE  . . . . 

946  FORT  DALE  RD 

GREENViLLE,  AL  36037  ... 
MDRII  F,  Al  saaio 

RED  ROOF  INN  117  MOBILE  SOUTH  . 

5450  COCA  COLA  RO  ... 

HOWARD  JOHNSON’S  OXFORD  . 

US  HWY.  78  &  AL  21  S 

OXFORD,  Al 

HOUDAY  INN  ANNISTON  OXFORD . 

US  HWY.  78  &  AL  21  S _ 

OXFORD,  AL  36203 

ARKANSAS: 

DAYS  INN  BENTON . . . 

1S01  i-ao . 

BENTON,  AR  72015 

ARIZONA- 

RED  UOhrS  LAPOSADA  RESORT  HOTEL . 

4949  E.  LINCOLN  DRIVE  .. 

SCOTTSDALE,  AZ  85253  .. 

RESTA  INN  . 

2100  S.  PRIEST  DRIVE 

TFMPF,  A7 

(602)  967-1441 

FLORIDA: 

DAYS  INN  NORTHLAKE . . . 

2158  RANCHWOOD  DR  ..„ 

ALT/M40NTE.  FL. 

ORLANDO  NORTH  HILTON  A  TOWERS  . 

350  S.  NORTHLAKE  BLVO 

ALTAMONTE  SPRINGS, 

(407)  836-1985 

COMFORT  INN  HOTEL  . . . . 

9800  BONITA  BEACH  RO  . 

FL  32715. 

BONITA  SPRINGS,  FL 

(813)  922-5001 

HOWARD  JOHNSON  FOUNTAIN  PARK  PLAZA 

5150  W.  US  192 . 

33923. 

KISSIMMEE,  FL  34746  . 

(407)396-1111 

HOTEL. 

ECONOLODGF  MAINOATF  OFNTRAl 

4985  W.  IRLO  BRONSON 

KLS<UMMFF,  F|  . 

(407)386-4343 

HWY.  WSY2. 

HOWARD  JOHFSON  CONVENTION  CENTER  .. 

200  SE  2NO  AVE  ... 

MIAMI  Frail'll 

(305)  374-3000 
(305)266-0000 
(305)  251-^020 
(813)  356-9500 
(904)  939-1761 

HOLIDAY  INN  AIRPORT  LAKES _ 

1101  NWS7  AVF  . . 

MIAMI  H  33190 

QUALITY  INN  SOUTH  _ _ _ 

14501  S.  DIXIE  HWY  . . 

MIAMli  FL  33176  .. 

COMFORT  INN  EXECUTIVE  SUITES  . . 

3860  TOLLGATE  BLVO  ..... 

NAPLES,  FL  33942  . . 

COMFORT  INN  NAVARRE _ _ _ _ 

8670  NAVARRE  PKWY  ..... 

NAVARRE,  FL  32566  _ 
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HOTEL  AND  MOTEL  FIRE  SAFETY  ACT  NATIONAL  MASTER  LIST  08/23/93  UPDATE— Continued 


PROPERTY  NAME 

HOLIDAY  INN  NEW  PORT  RICHEY 

COMFORT  INN  GATEWAY  . 

COMFORT  INN . 


PO  BOXmT  NO..  STREET 
ADDRESS ■ 

5015  US  19  . 

6826  US  HWY.  19  N  . 

11360  US  HWY.  1  . 


HOWARD  JOHNSON  UNIVERSAL  TOWER . 

COMFORT  INN  LAKE  BUENA  VISTA . 

COMFORT  INN . 

TRAVELODGE  ORLANDO  AIRPORT  . 

QUALITY  SUITES  UNIVERSAL  STUDIOS . 

COMFORT  SUITE  ORLANDO  . 

HOWARD  JOHNSON  DOWNTOWN  WESTPARK 
HOTELS. 

HOWARD  JOHNSON  MIDTOWN  ORLANDO  . 

THE  BRAZILIAN  COURT  . 

INNISBROOK  HILTON  RESORT . 


!  5905  INTERNATIONAL  DR 

0442  PALM  PKWY . 

830  LEE  RD  . 

1853  MCCOY  RD . 

7400  CANADA  AVE  . 

9350  TURKEY  LAKE  RD  ... 
304  W.  COLONIAL  OR  . 

2014  W.  COLONIAL  DR  .... 

301  AUSTRAILIAN  AVE . 

36750  US  HWY.  19  N  . 


HOLIDAY  INN  ST.  PETERSBURG  BEACH 


5300  GULF  BLVD 


EMBASSY  SUITES  HOTEL  AIRPORT  . 

HOWARD  JOHNSON  LODGE  KENNEDY  SPACE 
CENTER. 

KENTUCKY: 

DRAWBRIDGE  MOTOR  INN  THE  GARRISON 
BLDG.. 

MASSACHUSETTS: 

BEST  WESTERN  CHICOPEE  MOTOR  LODGE  . 

COMFORT  INN  OF  DARTMOUTH  . 

FRIENDSHIP  INN . . 

FACTORY  MUTUAL  CONFERENCE  CENTER . 


FRIENDSHIP  INN  NORTH 


555  W.  SHORE  BLVD 
1829  RIVERSIDE  DR  . 


ROYAL  DRIVE  &  BUTTER¬ 
MILK  PIKE. 

463  MEMORIAL  DR . 

171  FAUNCE  CORNER  RD 
380  SW  CUTOFF  RT.  20  & 
9. 

PO  BOX  9102,  1151  BOS¬ 
TON-PROVIDENCE 
TNPK. 

90  STERLING  ST . 


ECONO  LODGE 


1533  ELM  ST 


MISSOURI: 

BEST  WESTERN  MUSIC  CAPITAL  INN 
HOLIDAY  INN  (WEST  PARK  AREA) . 

ECONO  LODGE  . :.... 

FRONTENAC  HILTON  . 

NEW  JERSEY: 

WATSONS  REGENCY  SUITES . 

NEW  YORK: 

HOWARD  JOHNSON  LODGE  . 

Aa  SEASONS  MOTOR  LODGE . 

HOWARD  JOHNSON  MOTOR  LODGE 

SARATOGA  DOWNTOWNER  MOTEL  . 


B0X731,HC01  . 

BOX  1570.  1-65  &  WIL¬ 
LIAM  STREET,  RT  K. 
4575  NO  LINDBEREL 
BLVD  AT  1-70. 

1335  S  LINDBERGH  BLVD 

901  OCEAN  AVE  . 

416  SOUTHERN  BLVD . 

1126  JERICHO  TNPK . 

611  TROY  SCHENEC¬ 
TADY  RD. 

413  BROADWAY . 


OKLAHOMA: 

COMFORT  INN 
HOLIDAY  INN  .. 
RADISSON  INN 


2247  GARY  BLVD . 

HWY.  75  &  TRUDGEON  .... 
401  S.  MERIDIAN  AVE . 


QUALITY  INN 


720  S.  MACARTHUR  BLVD 


HOLIDAY  INN . 

RED  Lion  Indian  hills . 

PENNSYLVANIA: 

HOWARD  JOHNSON  MOTOR  LODGE 
TENNESSEE: 

KNOXVILLE  AIRPORT  HILTON . 

HOJO  INN  BY  HOWARD  JOHNSON  .. 


2515  W.  SIXTH  ST . 

304  SE  NYE  AVE . 

473  S.  EISENHOWER 
BLVD. 

ALCOA  HWY.,  MCGHEE 
TYSON  AIRPORT. 

975  VOLUNTEER  PKWY  ... 


CITY.  STATE/ZIP 


NEW  PORT  RICHEY.  FL  j 
34652. 

NEW  PORT  RICHEY,  FL ! 

34652.  ; 

NORTH  PALM  BEACH.  FL 
33408. 

ORLANDO.  FL  32819  . 

ORLANDO.  FL  32830  . 

ORLANDO,  FL  32810  _ 

ORLANDO,  FL  32809  . 

ORLANDO,  FL  32819  . 

ORLANDO,  FL  32819. 
ORLANDO.  FL32801  . 

ORLANDO.  FL  32804  . 

PALM  BEACH,  FL  33480  ... 
PALM  HARBOUR.  FL 
34684. 

ST.  PETERSBURG  I 

BEACH,  FL  33706. 

TAMPA,  FL  33609  . 

TITUSVILLE.  FL  32780  . 


FT.  MITCHELL,  KY  41017  .  | 

I 

! 

CHICOPEE,  MA  01020  . I 

DARTMOUTH.  MA  02747  .. 
NORTHBORO,  MA  01532  ..  | 

NORWOOD,  MA  02062  . j 


WEST  BOYLSTON,  MA ! 

01853.  j 

WEST  SPRINGFIELD,  MA 
01089. 

BRANSON,  MO  65616  . 

CAPE  GIRARDEAU.  MO 
63702. 

ST.  LOUIS,  MO  63044  . 

ST.  LOUIS,  MO  63131  . 

OCEAN  CITY,  NJ  08226  .... 

ALBANY.  NY  12209  . 

COMMACK,  NY  11725 . 

LATHAM.  NY  12110 _ 

SARATOGA  SPRINGS,  NY 
12866. 

CLINTON,  OK  73601  . 

HENRYETTA.  OK  74437  ... 


OKLAHOMA 

73108. 

CTTY, 

OK 

OKLAHOMA 

73128. 

CITY, 

OK 

STILLWATER,  OK  74074 ... 
PENDLETON.  OR  97801  ... 
HARRISBURG,  PA  17111  .. 


ALCOA,  TN  37701  ..... 
BRISTOL,  TN  37620  .. 


TELEPHONE 


(813)  849-8551 

(813)  842-580? 

(407)  624-7186 

(407)  351-2100 
(407)  239-7300 
(407)  629-4000 
(407)851-1113 
(407)363-0332 

(407)  843-8700 

(407)  841-8600 
(407)  655-7740 
(813)  942-2000 

(813)360-6911 

(813)  875-1555 
(407)  267-7900 


(606)  341-2800 


(413) 592-6171 
(508)996-0800 
(508)  842-8941 

(617)  760-7900 


(508)  835-6247 
(414)  734-8278 


(417)  335-8378 
(314)  334-4491 

(314)  731-3000 

(314)993-1100 

(609)398-4300 

(518)  462-8555 
(516)  864-3500 
(518)  785-5891 

(518)  584-6160 


(405)323-6840 
(918)  652-2581 
(405)  947-7681 

(405)  943-2393 

(405)  372-0800 

(503)276-6111 

(717)564-4730 

(615)  970-4300 
(615)  968-9474 
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HOTEL  AND  MOTEL  FWE  SAFETY  ACT  NATIONAL  MASTER  LIST  08/23/93  UPDATE— Continued 


PHOPERTYNAME 


PO  BOX/RT  NO.,  STREET 
ADDRESS 


CITY,  STATE/ZIP 


TELEPHONE 


HOUDAY  INN-1  81  _ 

DAYS  INN  OF  CLARKSVILLE _ 

HOUDAY  INN  1-24 _ 

CLINTON  SUPER  8  MOTEL  . . . 

HOUDAY  INN  OF  COOKEVOIE _ 

ECONO  LODGE  . . . . . 

DOVER  WN  MOTEL _ 

COMFORT  INN _ _ 

HOUDAY  INN  _ _ 

RIVER  TERRANCE  RESORT  &  CONVENTION 
CENTER. 

PARK  VISTA  HOTEL  . . . . . . 

FAIRFIELD  INN _ ; _ 

GARDEN  PLAZA  HOTEL _ 

FAIRFIELD  INN  . . . . . . 

COMFORT  INN . . . . 

ECONO  LODGE  . . . 

COMFORT  INN-WEST _ 

COMFORT  INN . . . 

HAMPTON  INN _ _ _ 

HOLIDAY  INN  EXPRESS . . 

MCMINNVILLE  HOLIDAY  INN  EXPF^SS _ 

HOUDAY  INN  MEMPHIS  DOWNTOWN  CONV. 
CENTER. 

RED  ROOF  INN-SOUTH _ _ 

RED  ROOF  INN  #186 . 

RED  ROOF  INN-MEMPHIS  EAST . 

HOUDAY  INN  MEMPHIS  EAST _ 

HOLIDAY  INN  EXPRESS . . . 

HOWARD  JOHNSON  LODGE  EAST _ _ 

HOLIDAY  INN  MIDTOWN/MEDICAL  CENTER  . . 

RAMADA  INN  . . . 

GARDEN  PLAZA  HOTEL _ 

HOLIDAY  INN  MURFREESBORO _ 

HOUDAY  INN  BRILEY  PARKWAY _ 

HOLIDAY  INN  EXPRESS/AIRPORT . 

LaQUINTA  MOTOR  INN-METRO  CENTER  #802  .... 

LaQUINTA  MOTOR  INNS  (NASHVILLE  SOUTH)  .... 

DAYS  INN-EAST  . . . . . 

HOLIDAY  INN  EXPRESSOPRYLAND  AREA . 

HOUDAY  INN  CROWNE  PLAZA _ _ 

RAMADA  INN-AIRPORT  . . . . 

HAMPTON  INN . . . 

NASHVILLE  SUPER  8  MOTEL . . . . 

WYNDHAM  NASHVILLE  AIRPORT _ 

G.AROEN  PLAZA  HOTEL . . . 

OAK  RIDGE  COMFORT  INN _ 

ECONO  LODGE  _ _ 

HAMPTON  INN . . . 


Ill  HOLIDAY  DRIVE _ 

3065  GUTHRIE  HWY _ 

3095  GUTHRIE  HWY _ 

HWY.  61  &  1-75  _ 

970  S.  JEFFSON _ 

HWY.  31-A  &  1-65.  EXIT 

22. 

1545  DONELSON  PKWY ... 
815  REELFOOT  DRIVE  >... 
1307  MURFREESBORO 
RD. 

240  RIVER  ROAD _ 

AIRPORT  ROAD . 

536  Wa.EY  PA»(ER  RD  ... 
211  MOCKlNGBtra)  LANE 
207  E  MOUNTCASTLE  DR 
100  INDIAN  CENTER 

ftOI  IPT 

402  LOVELL  ROAD  . 

11748  SNYDER  RD.  MO 
EXIT  373. 

5334  CENTRAL  AVENUE 
PIKE. 

704  S.  CUMBERLAND  ST, 
LEBANON,  TN  37067. 

641  S.  CUMBERLAND  ST. 
LEBANON,  TN  37067. 

809  SPARTA  ST _ 

250  NORTH  MAIN 
STREET. 

3875  AMERICAN  HWY _ 

210  S.  PAULINE . . 

6055  SHELBY  OAKS  DR  ... 

5795  POPLAR  AVE _ 

5225  SUMMER  AVE  . 

1541  SYCAMC^  VIEW  ... 

1837  UNION  AVENUE  . 

INTERSTATE  81  &  HWY. 
25  E. 

1850  OLD  FORT  PARK¬ 
WAY. 

2227  OLD  FORT  PARK¬ 
WAY. 

2200  ELM  HILL  PIKE _ 

1111  AIRPORT  CENTER 
DRIVE. 

2001  METRO  CENTER 
BLVO. 

4311  SIDCO  DRIVE _ 

3445  PERCY  PRIEST  DR  .. 
2516  MUSIC  VALLEY  OR  .. 

623  UNION  ST _ 

709  SPENCE  LANE  . 

1919  WEST  END  AVE . 

3320  DICKERSON  PIKE  ... 

1112  AIRPORT  CENTER 
DRIVE. 

215  SOUTH  ILLINOIS  AVE 
433  SOUTH  RUTGERS 
AVE?^. 

RT5BOX52 _ 

PO  BOX  28  7829  E. 
LAMAR  ALEXANDER 
PKWY. 


BRISTOL.  TN  37620  _ 

CLARKSVILLE.  TN  37040  . 
CLARKSVILLE,  TN  37040  . 

CUNTON,  TN  37716  . 

COOKEVUJLE.  TN  38501  .. 
CORNERSVILLE.  TN 
37047. 

DOVER,  TN  37066 _ 

DYERSBURG,  TN  38024  .. 
FRANKLIN,  TN  37064 _ 

GATLlNBURa  TN  37736  . 

GATUNBURG,  TN  37738  .. 

JACKSON,  TN  36306 _ 

JOHNSON  CITY.  TN  37604 
JOHNSON  CITY.  TN  37601 
KINGSPORT,  TN  37660  .... 

KNOXVILLE.  TN  37922  ...... 

KNOXVILLE,  TN  37922 _ 

KNOXVILLE.  TN  37912 ...... 

(616)  444-7400. 

(615) 444-7020. 

MCMINNVILLE.  TN  37110  . 
MEMPHIS.  TN  38103  . 

MEMPHIS,  TN  38118 _ 

MEMPHIS,  TN  38104 . 

MEMPHIS,  TN . 

MEMPHIS.  TN  38119 _ 

MEMPHIS.  TN  38122 . 

MEMPHIS,  TN  38134 . 

MEMPHIS,  TN  38104  . . 

MORRISTOWN,  TN  37814 

MURFREESBORO.  TN 
37129. 

MURFREESBORO,  TN 
37129. 

NASHVILLE,  TN  37214 . 

NASHVILLE,  TN  37214  . 

NASHVILLE.  TN  37228  . 

NASHVILLE.  TN  37204 _ 

NASHVILLE,  TN  37214  _ 

NASHVILLE,  TN  37214 . 

NASHVILLE.  TN  37219 _ 

NASHVILLE,  TN  37217 . 

NASHVILLE,  TN  37203  . 

NASHVILLE,  TN  37207  ...... 

NASHVILLE.  TN  37214  . 

OAK  RIDGE.  TN  37830  . 

OAK  RIDGE,  TN  37830  ..... 

SWEETWATER.  TN  37874 
TOWNSEND,  TN  37882 . 


(615)966-1101 
(615)552-1155 
(615)648-4848 
(615)  457-0565 
(615)526-7125 
(615)  293-2111 

(615)232-6556 
(901)286-6951 
(615)  794-7591 

(615)  436-5161 

(615)  436-9211 
(901)  666-1400 
(615)926-2000 
(615)282-3335 
(615)  378-4418 

(615)  675-7200 
(615)675-6566 

(615)  688-1010 


(615)  473-2159 
(901)  527-7300 

(901)363-2335 
(901)528-0650 
(901)388-6111 
(901)  682-7881 
(901)  685-0704 
(901)  386-1300 
(901)  278-4100 
(615)  587-2400 

(615)  895-5555 

(615)  896-2420 

(615)  883-6770 
(615)  883-1366 

(615)  259-2130 

(615)  634-6900 
(615)  886-8881 
(615)  889-0086 
(615)  259-2000 
(615)  361-0102 
(61^326-1144 
(615)  226-1897 
(615)8^-9090 

(615)  481-2468 
(615)  481-8200 

(615)  337-6357 
(615)  448-6000 


TEXAS: 


SCOTSMAN  INN  EAST . 

VIRGINIA: 

RICHMOND  AIRPORT  HILTON  . 
WASHINGTON: 

RED  UON  BELLEVUE  CENTER 


211  N.  W.W.  WHITE  RD  .... 

5501  EUBANK  ROAD _ 

8iei12THAVE.NE _ 


SAN  ANTONIO,  TX  78219  . 
SANDSTON,  VA  2315a 
BELLEVUE.  WA  98004 _ 


(210)  356-7268 


(206)  455-1515 


> 
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PROPERTY  NAME 

PO  BOX/RT  NO.,  STREET 
ADDRESS 

CITY,  STATE/ZIP 

TELEPHONE 

RED  LION  KELSO . 

510  KELSO  OR . 

KELSO,  WA  98626 . 

(206)636-4400 

EXECUTIVE  COURT  SUITES . 

300  10TH  AVE  . 

SEATTLE,  WA  98122 . 

(206)223-9300 

RED  LION  WENATCHEE . 

1225  N.  WENATCHEE  AVE 

WENATCHEE,  WA  98801  .. 

(509)663-0711 

RED  LION  YAKIMA  VALLEY  . 

1507  N.  FIRST  ST . 

YAKIMA,  WA  98901  . 

(509)  248-7850 

CORRECTIONS/CHANGES 

ARKANSAS: 

HOT  SPRINGS  PARK  HILTON . 

PO  BOX  0.  305  MALVERN 
AVE. 

HOT  SPRINGS,  AR  71901 

(501)623-3600 

ARIZONA: 

PHOENIX  AIRPORT  HILTON  . 

CALIFORNIA: 

2435  S.  47TH  ST  . 

PHOENIX,  AZ  85034 . 

(602)  894-1600 

SAN  JOSE  HILTON  AND  TOWERS . 

300  ALMAOEN  BLVD . 

SAN  JOSE,  CA  95110  . 

(408) 287-2100 

DELAWARE: 

WILMINGTON  HILTON  . 

630  NAAMANS  RO.  0  1-95 

CLAYMONT,  DE  19703  . 

(302)  792-2700 

FLORIDA: 

ORLANDO  NORTH  HILTON  AND  TOWERS  . 

350  S.  NORTHLAKE  BLVD 

ALTAMONTE  SPRINGS, 
FL  32701. 

CLEARWATER  BEACH  HILTON  INN . 

715  S.  GULFVIEW  BLVD  ... 

CLEARWATER  BEACH.  FL 
34633-2694. 

SANDESTIN  BEACH  HILTON  GOLF  AND  TENNIS 
RESORT. 

5540  HWY.  98  E  . 

DESTIN,  FL  32541-4214. 

ST  PETERSBURG  HILTON  &  TOWERS . 

333  FIRST  ST.  S . 

ST  PETERSBURG,  FL 
33701. 

ST  PETERSBURG  BEACH  HILTON  RESORT  . 

5250  GULF  BLVD  . 

ST  PETERSBURG  BEACH. 
FL  33703-2408. 

GEORGIA: 

LAKE  LANIER  ISLANDS  HILTON  RESORT . 

7000  HOLIDAY  RD  . 

LAKE  LANIER  ISLANDS, 
GA  30518. 

(404)  945-8787 

SAVANNAH  DESOTO  HILTON . 

15  E.  LIBERTY  ST  . 

SAVANNAH,  GA  31402- 
3979. 

(912)  232-9000 

ILLINOIS: 

PALMER  HOUSE  HILTON  . 

17  E.  MONROE  ST . 

CHICAGO.  IL  60690 . 

(312)  726-7500 

OAK  LAWN  HILTON  INN  . 

9333  S.  CICERO . 

OAK  LAWN.  IL  60453- 
2517. 

(708)  425-7800 

KENTUCKY: 

HILTON  SUITES  HOTEL  OF  LEXINGTON  GREEN 

3195  NICHOLASVILLE  . 

LEXINGTON.  KY  40503- 
3309. 

(606) 271-4000 

MISSOURI: 

DAYS  INN  ON  THE  LAKE . 

2560  S.  OUTER  RD . 

LAKE  SAINT  LOUIS.  MO 
63367. 

(314)625-1711 

NORTH  CAROLINA; 

HILTON  AT  UNIVERSITY  PLACE  . 

8629  JM  KEYNES  DR . 

CHARLOTTE.  NC  28213- 
8425. 

(704)  547-7444 

NEBRASKA: 

BEST  WESTERN  NEW  TOWER  INN  . 

7764  DODGE  ST . 

OMAHA.  NE  68114  . 

(402)  393-5500 

BEST  WESTERN  CENTRAL  OMAHA  . 

3650  S.  72ND  ST . 

OMAHA.  NE  68124  . 

(402)  397-3700 

NEW  JERSEY: 

BRUNSWICK  HILTON . 

3  TOWER  CENTER  BLVD  . 

EAST  BRUNSWICK,  NJ 
08816. 

(908) 828-2000 

NEWARK  AIRPORT  HILTON . 

1170  SPRING  ST . 

ELIZABETH.  NJ  07201  . 

(908) 351-3900 

NEW  YORK; 

RYE  TOWN  HILTON  . 

699  WESTCHESTER  AVE  . 

RYE  BROOK.  NY  10573  .... 

(914)  935-6300 

OKLAHOMA: 

HOLIDAY  INN . 

2215  N.  14TH . 

PONCA  CITY.  OK  . 

(405)  762-8311 

TENNESSEE: 

BRENTWOOD  HILTON  SUITES . 

9000  OVERLOOK  BLVD  .... 

BRENTWOOD.  TN  37027  .. 

(615)370-0111 

KNOXVIUE  HILTON  DOWNTOWN  . 

501  W.  CHURCH  ST . 

KNOXVILLE.  TN  37902 . 

(615)  523-2300 

TEXAS: 

HOUSTON  HOBBY  AIRPORT  HILTON . 

8181  AIRPORT  BLVD . 

HOUSTON.  TX  77061- 
4142. 

(713)645-3000 

HOUSTON  WEST  HILTON  INN . 

12401  KATY  FRWY  . . 

HOUSTON.  TX  77079- 
1401. 

(713)  496-9090 

ODESSA  HILTON . 

5200  E.  UNIVERSITY  . 

ODESSA,  TX  79762-9113  . 

(915)  368-5885 

VIRGINIA; 

COMFORT  INN  BLACKSBURG . 

3705  SOUTH  MAIN 

STREET. 

BLACKSBURG,  VA  24060  . 

(703)  951-1500 

HAMPTON  INN . 

3235  WESTERN  BRANCH 
BLVD. 

CHESAPEAKE.  VA  23321  . 

(804)484-5800 

COMFORT  INN . 

12330  JEFFERSON  AVE- 

NEWPORT  NEWS.  VA 

(804) 249-0200 

NUE. 

23602. 

■  iwinp  _ _ _  - 
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PROPERTY  NAME 

PO  BOX/RT  NO..  STREET 
ADDRESS 

CITY.  STATE/ZIP 

TELEPHONE 

RICHMOND  AIRPORT  HILTON . . 

5501  EUBANK  RD  . 

SANDSTON,  VA  23150- 
1919. 

FOUNDERS  INN  &  CONFERENCE  CENTER . 

5641  INDIAN  RIVER  ROAD 

VIRGINIA  BEACH,  VA 
23464. 

(804)424-5511 

VIRGINIA  BEACH  HILTON  INN  . 

8TH  ST.  AND  ATLANTIC 
AVE. 

VIRGINIA  BEACH,  VA 
23451. 

(804)428-6935 

|FR  Doc.  93-20919  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  ami 
MLLINQ  cooe  U 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Hah  and  Wildlife  Service 

50  CFR  Part  17 
RIN  1018-AC01 

Endangered  and  Threatened  Wildlife 
and  Plants;  Proposed  Determination  of 
Critical  Habitat  for  the  Mojave 
Population  of  the  Desert  Tortoise 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  (Service)  proposes  to  designate 
critical  habitat  for  the  Mojave 
population  of  the  desert  tortoise 
{Gopherus  agassizit),  a  species  federally 
hsted  as  threatened  under  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended  (Act).  Located  primarily  on 
Federal  land,  and  to  a  lesser  extent  on 
State,  private  and  Tribal  lands,  this 
proposed  critical  habitat  designation 
would  result  in  additional  protection 
requirements  imder  section  7  of  the  Aci 
with  regard  to  activities  that  require 
Federal  agency  action.  Section  4  of  the 
Act  requires  the  Service  to  consider 
economic  costs  and  benefits  prior  to 
making  a  final  decision  on  the  size  and 
scope  of  critical  habitat.  The  Service 
solicits  data  and  comments  from  the 
public  on  all  aspects  of  this  proposal, 
including  additional  data  on  the 
economic  impacts  of  the  designation 
and  a  valuation  technique  for 
determining  benefits. 

OATES:  Comments  from  ail  interested 
parties  on  the  proposed  determination 
and  associated  economic  analysis  must 
be  received  in  writing  by  October  29, 
1993.  The  economic  analysis  is 
available  for  public  review  and  can  be 
obtained  by  writing  or  calling  the 
Nevada  Field  OfiSce  at  the  address  and 
telephone  number  listed  below.  The 
Service  intends  to  conduct  one  public 
hearing  at  each  of  the  following 
locations.  Each  hearing  will  be  held 
fat>m  1  to  4  p.m.  and  6  to  8  p.m.: 

1.  Wednesday,  October  6, 1993, 
Riverside,  California; 

2.  Tuesday,  October  12, 1993,  Las 
Vegas,  Nevada;  and 

3.  Thursday,  October  14, 1993,  St. 
George,  Utah. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  and  materials 
concerning  this  proposal  should  be  sent 
to  the  Field  Supervisor,  Nevada  Field 
Office,  U.S.  Fi^  and  Wildlife  Service, 
4600  Kietzke  Lane,  Building  C-125, 
Reno,  Nevada  89502.  The  complete  file 
for  this  rule,  including  comments  and 
materials  received,  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection,  by  appointment. 


during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
above  address.  The  public  hearings  will 
be  held  at  the  following  locations: 

1.  Riverside,  California — Riverside 
Municipal  Auditorium,  3485  7th  Street; 

2.  Las  Vegas,  Nevada — Clark  County 
Commission  Qiambers,  225  Bridger 
Avenue,  1st  Floor;  and 

3.  St.  George,  Utah— Cox  Auditorium, 
The  Dixie  Center,  425  South  700  East. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
David  L.  Harlow,  Field  Supervisor, 
Nevada  Field  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  at  the  above  address 
(702/784-5227). 

SUPPlfMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  Mojave  population  of  the  desert 
tortoise,  referred  to  herein  as  desert 
tortoise  or  tortoise,  is  one  of  three 
species  in  the  genus  Gopherus  found  in 
the  United  States.  The  Berlandier's 
tortoise  (G.  berJandien)  is  found  in 
northeastern  Mexico  and  southern 
Texas.  The  gopher  tortoise  (G. 
poIyphemus)  is  found  in  the  hot,  humid 
portions  of  the  southeastern  United 
States.  G.  agassizit  is  relatively  large, 
with  adults  measuring  up  to  15  in^es 
in  shell  length,  and  inhabits  the  Mojave, 
Colorado,  and  Sonoran  Deserts  in  the 
southwestern  United  States  and 
adjacent  Mexico.  The  species  is  divided 
into  the  Sonoran  and  Mojave 
populations.  The  Sonoran  population 
occurs  south  and  east  of  the  Colorado 
River  in  Arizona  and  Mexico,  while  the 
Mojave  population  occupies  those 
portions  of  the  Mojave  and  Colorado 
Deserts  north  and  west  of  the  Colorado 
River  in  southwestern  Utah, 
northwestern  Arizona,  southern  Nevada, 
and  California. 

Previous  Federal  Actions 

On  August  20, 1980,  the  Service  listed 
the  Beaver  Dam  Slope  population  of  the 
desert  tortoise  {Gopherus  agassizit),  in 
southwestern  Utah,  as  a  threatened 
species  and  designated  35  square  miles 
of  critical  habitat  (45  FR  55654).  On 
September  14, 1984,  the  Service 
received  a  petition  ^m  the 
Environmental  Defense  Fund,  Natural 
Resources  Defense  Council,  and 
Defenders  of  Wildlife  to  list  the  desert 
tortoise  in  Arizona,  California,  and 
Nevada  as  endangered.  In  September 
1985,  the  Service  determined  that  the 
listing  was  warranted,  but  precluded  by 
other  listing  actions  of  higher  priority 
under  authority  of  section  4(b)(3)(iii)  of 
the  Act  (50  FR  49868).  The  ^rvice 
made  annual  findings  of  warranted  but 
precluded  from  1985  through  1989 
under  section  4(b)(3)(C)  of  the  Act.  On 
May  31, 1989,  the  same  three 


environmental  organizations  provided 
substantial  new  information  and 
petitioned  the  Service  to  list  the  desert 
tortoise  as  endangered  throughout  its 
range  in  the  United  States,  under  the 
expedited  emergency  provisions  of  the 
Act.  As  a  result  of  the  new  information, 
on  August  4, 1989  (54  FR  32326),  the 
Service  listed  the  Mojave  population, 
excluding  the  Beaver  Dam  Slope 
population  in  Utah,  as  endangered  by 
emergency  rule.  The  Mojave  population 
was  designated  in  the  emergency  rule  as 
all  tortoises  occurring  north  and  west  of 
the  Colorado  River,  in  California, 

Nevada,  Arizona,  and  Utah.  The  Mojave 
population  was  then  proposed  under 
normal  listing  procedures  on  October 
13, 1989  (54  FR  42270),  and  listed  as 
threatened  on  April  2, 1990  (55  FR 
12178). 

Section  4(a)(3)  of  the  Act  requires 
that,  to  the  maximum  extent  prudent 
and  determinable,  the  Secretary 
designate  critical  habitat  at  the  time  a 
species  is  determined  to  be  endangered 
or  threatened.  The  Service’s  regulations 
(50  CFR  424.12(a)(2))  state  that  critical 
habitat  is  not  determinable  if 
information  sufficient  to  perform 
required  analyses  of  the  impacts  of  the 
designation  is  lacking  or  if  the  biological 
needs  of  the  species  are  not  sufficiently 
well  kriown  to  permit  identification  of 
an  area  as  critical  habitat.  At  the  time  of 
listing,  the  Service  foiuid  that  critical 
habitat  was  not  determinable  because 
the  specific  size  and  spatial 
configuration  of  essential  habitats,  as 
well  as  vital  linkages  connecting  areas 
necessary  for  ensuring  the  conservation 
of  the  Mojave  desert  population 
throughout  its  range,  could  not  be 
determined  without  further  information. 

On  January  8, 1993,  several  plaintiffs 
filed  a  motion  seeking  in  Desert  Tortoise 
et  al.  V.  Lujan  et  al.,  Qv.  No.  93-0114 
MHP  (N.D.  Cal.)  to  stop  the  transfer  of 
public  land  to  the  State  of  California  for 
construction  of  a  low-level  nuclear 
waste  disposal  facility  in  Ward  Valley 
located  in  southern  California.  The 
plaintiffs  contended  that  the  Service 
violated  the  Act  by  failing  to  designate 
critical  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise 
and  sought  an  injunction  prohibiting 
transfer  of  the  site  until  critical  habitat 
was  designated  and  a  new  section  7 
biological  opinion  that  addressed  the 
effects  of  the  transfer  on  critical  habitat 
was  completed. 

On  January  27, 1993,  the  Natural 
Resources  Defense  Council  and  other 
environmental  groups  sued  to  compel 
designation  of  critical  habitat  for  the 
Mojave  population  of  the  desert  tortoise, 
alleging  that  the  Secretary  had  fdled  to 
meet  the  designation  deadline  under 
section  4(b)(6)(C)(ii)  of  the  Act  {Natural 
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Resources  Defense  Council  v.  Babbitt, 

No.  C-93-0301  MHP  (N.D.  Cal.)). 
Plaintiff  further  requested  the  court  to 

K'  Ibit  the  Service  from  issuing  any 
er  biological  opinions  for  the 
tortoise  imder  section  7  of  the  Act  until 
critical  habitat  was  designated. 

The  two  cases  regarding  critical 
habitat  were  consolidated,  and  on  May 
21, 1993,  the  plaintifrs  and  the  Secretary 
agreed  on  a  stipulation  requiring  the 
defendants  to  propose  critical  habitat  for 
the  desert  tortoise  by  August  1, 1993, 
and  to  designate  critical  habitat  by 
December  1. 1993.  On  July  30, 1993,  the 
plaintiffs  agreed  to  an  extension  of  these 
deadlines  to  August  29, 1993,  for  a 
proposal  and  Dumber  15, 1993,  for  a 
final  decision. 

On  March  30, 1993,  the  Service 
announced  the  availability  of  the  Draft 
Recovery  Plan  for  the  Desert  Tortoise 
(Mojave  Population)  (Draft  Recovery 
Plan)  (58  FR 16691).  The  Draft  Recovery 
Plan  (USFWS  1993)  divides  the  range  of 
the  desert  tortoise  into  6  recovery  imits 
and  recommends  establishment  of  14 
Desert  Wildlife  Management  Areas 
(DWMAs)  within  the  recovery  rmits. 
Within  each  DWMA,  the  Draft  Recovery 
Plan  recommends  specific  management 
actions  to  effect  recovery  of  desert 
tortoises.  The  public  comment  period 
on  the  Draft  Recovery  Plan  closed  on 
June  30, 1993. 

Ecological  Considerations 

The  range  of  the  Mojave  population  of 
the  desert  tortoise  includes  portions  of 
the  Mojave  Desert  and  the  Colorado 
Desert  division  of  the  Sonoran  Desert 
(Colorado  Desert),  and  spans  portions  of 
four  states.  The  Mojave  Desert  is  located 
in  southern  California,  southern 
Nevada,  northwestern  Arizona,  and 
southwestern  Utah.  It  is  bordered  on  the 
north  by  the  Great  Basin  Desert,  on  the 
west  by  the  Sierra  Nevada  and 
Tehachapi  ranges,  on  the  south  by  the 
San  Gabriel  and  San  Bernardino 
Mountains  and  the  Colorado  Desert,  and 
on  the  east  by  the  Grand  Wash  Cliffs 
and  Hualapai  Moimtains  of  Arizona. 
This  area  includes  parts  of  Inyo,  Kern, 
Los  Angeles,  San  Bernardino,  and 
Riverside  Counties  in  California;  the 
northwestern  part  of  Mohave  County, 
Arizona;  Clark  County,  and  the  southern 
parts  of  Esmeralda,  Nye,  and  Lincoln 
Counties  in  Nevada;  and  part  of 
Washington  County,  Utah.  The  Colorado 
Desert  is  located  south  of  the  Mojave 
Desert,  east  of  California’s  Peninsular 
Ranges,  and  west  of  the  Colorado  River. 
This  area  includes  Imperial  Coimty  and 
parts  of  San  Bernardino  and  Riverside 
Counties,  Cahfomia. 

The  desert  tortoise  is  most  commonly 
found  within  the  desert  scrub  vegetation 


type,  primarily  in  creosote  bush  scrub 
vegetation,  but  also  in  succulent  scrub, 
cheesebush  scrub,  blackbush  scrub, 
hopsage  scrub,  shadscale  scrub, 
microphyll  woodland,  and  Mojave 
saltbush-allscale  scrub.  Within  the 
desert  microphyll  woodland,  the  desert 
tortoise  occurs  in  blue  palo  verde- 
ironwood-^smoke  tree  woodland.  The 
tortoise  also  occurs  in  scrub-steppe 
vegetation  types  of  the  desert  ana 
semidesert  grassland  complex  (USFWS 
1993). 

Within  these  vegetation  types,  desert 
tortoises  potentially  can  survive  and 
reproduce  where  their  basic  habitat 
requirements  are  met.  These 
reqiurements  include  a  sufficient 
amount  and  quality  of  forage  species; 
shelter  sites  for  protection  from 
predators  and  environmental  extremes; 
suitable  substrates  for  burrowing, 
nesting,  and  overwintering;  various 
plants  for  shelter;  and  adequate  area  for 
movement,  dispersal,  and  gene  flow. 
Throughout  most  of  the  Mojave  Region, 
tortoises  occur  most  commonly  on 
gently  sloping  terrain  with  soils  ranging 
from  sand  to  sandy-gravel  and  with 
scattered  shrubs,  and  where  there  is 
abundant  inter-shrub  space  for  growth 
of  herbaceous  plants.  Throughout  their 
range,  however,  tortoises  can  be  found 
in  steeper,  rockier  areas  (USFWS  1993). 

The  size  of  desert  tortoise  home 
ranges  varies  with  respect  to  location 
and  year.  Females  have  long-term  home 
ranges  that  are  approximately  half  that 
of  the  average  male,  which  range  from 
10  to  80  hectares  (Berry  1986). 

Although  desert  tortoise  populations 
are  not  generally  known  to  inhabit 
elevations  much  above  4,000  feet, 
tortoise  burrows  have  been  located  at 
4,800  feet  in  the  Providence  and  Clark 
Mountains  of  the  eastern  Mojave 
.  (Luckenbach  1982;  W.  Yumiko,  pars, 
comm.,  1992).  Reliable  sources  have 
record^  desert  tortoises  at  7,300  feet  in 
Death  Valley  National  Monument. 
California  (Luckenbach  1982);  at  4,800 
feet  in  the  Goodsprings  Mountains  (R. 
Marlow,  pers.  comm.)  and  the  Spring 
Range.  Nevada  (C.  Stevenson,  pers. 
comm.);  at  5,000  feet  in  the  East 
Pahranagat  Range,  Nevada  (C. 
Stevenson,  pers.  comm.);  and  at  5,200 
feet  on  the  Nevada  Test  Site  (B.  Burge, 
pers.  comm.).  In  addition,  numerous 
anecdotal  reports  place  desert  tortoises 
as  high  as  7,000  feet  on  Mount 
Charleston.  Nevada,  and  in  the  Clark 
Mountains.  California.  Fossil  remains 
firom  the  Pleistocene  to  late  Holocene 
(12,000  to  1,000  years  before  present) 
indicate  the  preferred  habitat  of  the 
desert  tortoise  included  elevations  far 
exceeding  those  of  today,  perhaps  in 
response  to  arid  climatic  episodes  that 


occurred  during  this  epoch  (Morafka 
and  Brussard,  i^rep.;  Schneider  and 
Everson  1989).  Tms  fossil  evidence 
indicates  that  the  species  may  have 
spent  less  than  10  ^rcent  of  its 
taxonomic  life  span  in  the  contemporary 
warm  creosote  bush  desert,  the 
remainder  having  been  spent  in  more 
mesic,  equable,  and  productive  climates 
and  ecosystems.  This  implies  that 
contemporary  tortoise  populations  in 
most  of  the  Mojave  region  are  likely  to 
be  vulnerable  to  adverse  climatic 
conditions  and  to  remonal  climate 
change  (Morafka  and  Brussard,  in 


prep.). 

Throughout  its  geographic 
distribution,  the  desert  tortoise  exhibits 
many  trait  variations.  For  example, 
three  basic  shell  shapes  (phenotypes) 
are  indicative  of  desert  tortoise 
populations  in  distinct  geographic  areas 
within  their  range  (Weinstein  and  Berry 
1988).  Tortoises  occurring  in  California 
and  southern  Nevada  exhibit  a  boxlike, 
high-domed  shell  phenotype;  Beaver 
Dam  Slope  tortoises  have  a  short 
plastron  (underside)  and  a  low-domed 
shell  phenotype;  and  Sonoran  Desert 
tortoises  have  a  pear-shaped,  low- 
domed  shell  phenotype  (Weinstein  and 
Berry  1988).  Furthermore,  identification 
of  the  three  phenotypes  parallels  results 
of  mitochondrial  DNA  (mtDNA)  studies 
that  also  "type”  desert  tortoises  into  the 
same  three  populations  based  on 
genetics  (Lamb  et  al.  1989).  Other  trait 
variations  are  found  in  the  behavior, 
physiology,  and  ecology  of  the  desert 
tortoise,  further  identifying  population 
differences  throughout  the  desert 
tortoise’s  range  (Weinstein  and  Berry 
1988).  It  is  b^use  of  this  immense 
variability  that  six  distinct  population 
segments  of  the  Mojave  population  have 
been  proposed  in  the  Di^  Recovery 
Plan  (USFWS  1993).  The  six  recovery 
units  within  the  range  of  the  desert 
tortoise,  as  outlined  in  the  Draft 
Recovery  Plan,  represent  the  biotic  and 
abiotic  variability  foimd  in  the  desert 
tortoise. 

The  Northern  Colorado  Recovery  Unit 
is  located  completely  in  California, 
southwest  of  the  town  of  Needles,  with 
the  western  bank  of  the  Colorado  River 
as  an  eastern  boundary.  'This  imit  is 
varied,  both  vegetationally  and 
topographically.  It  includes  elements  of 
both  Colorado  Desert  and  Mojave  Desert 
floras  with  succulent  scrub  [Foucmieria, 
Opuntia,  Yucca  species),  blue  palo 
verde-smoke  tree  woodland,  cheesebush 
scrub  (northern  Colorado  Desert  type), 
creosote  bush  scrub,  and  big  galleta 
scrub  steppe  (USFWS  1993).  The  cover 
provided  by  shrubs  and  grasses  varies 
considerably  within  valleys  and  appears 
to  be  dependent  on  soil  types  and 
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amounts  of  desert  pavement  fUSFWS 
1003).  Elevaticms  range  from  about  600 
to  4,700  feet  A  numlw  of  besina  end 
ranges  are  represented,  characterised  by 
flats,  valleys,  alluvial  ^s,  lava  flows, 
and  small  vrashes.  Desmt  tortoises  are 
found  here  in  washes  as  well  as  in  many 
of  the  other  habitat  types.  They  feed  on 
both  summer  and  winter  annuals  and 
den  singly  in  burrows  under  shrubs,  in 
intershnib  spaces,  and  occasionally  in 
washes  (USFWS  1003). 

One  DWMA  (Chemehuevi)  has  been 
proposed  in  the  Draft  Recovery  Plan  for 
the  Northern  Colorado  Recovery  Unit 
Current  desert  tortoise  densities  within 
this  area  are  greater  here  than  in  many 
of  the  other  recovery  units 
(approximately  10  to  275  adults  per 
square  mile,  with  an  average  density  of 
35  adults  per  square  mile).  However, 
this  Recovery  Unit  has  the  potential  to 
support  an  average  density  of  70  adults 
pw  square  mile  in  protected  areas  if 
managed  appropriately  (USFWS  1993). 

It  has  been  suggested  that  regional 
densities  were  probably  depressed  due 
to  military  activities  in  the  1940’s, 
livestock  grazing,  and  other  human  uses 
(USFWS  1993).  The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM)  manages  the 
maiority  of  the  lands  with^  this  unit, 
while  the  remaining  lands  are  in  private 
or  State  ownership.  Desert  tortoises 
within  this  Recovery  Unit  have  the 
“California’*  mtDNA  haplotype  and 
shell  type  conunon  to  Califmnia  and 
southwestern  Nevada.  Allozyme 
frequencies  differ  significantly  between 
this  Recovery  Unit  and  the  Western 
Mojave  Recovery  Unit  indicating  some 
degree  of  reproductive  isolation 
between  the  two  (USFWS  1993). 

The  Eastern  Colorado  Recovery  Unit 
is  also  located  completely  within 
CaUfomia.  U  lies  directly  to  the  south  of 
the  Northern  Colorado  l^overy  Unit, 
southwest  of  the  town  of  Blythe, 
California,  and  northwest  of  Yuma, 
Arizona,  with  the  western  bank  of  the 
Colorado  River  as  an  eastern  boundary. 
Plant  commimities  are  typical  of  the 
Colorado  subdivision  of  the  Sonoran 
Desert.  Tortoises  here  occupy  well- 
developed  washes,  desert  pavements, 
piedmonts,  and  rodcy  slopes 
characterized  by  relatively  spedes-rich 
succulent  scrub  IFouquiena,  Opuntia, 
Yucca  species),  creosote  bu^  scrub, 
and  blue  palo  verde-ironwood-smoke 
tree  communities.  Elevations  in  this 
unit  range  frem  about  400  to  4,500  feet. 
Winter  burrows  are  generally  ^mler  in 
length,  and  activity  periods  are  longer 
than  in  the  erestero  Mojave.  These 
desert  tortoises  feed  on  summer  and 
winter  annuals  and  some  cacti.  They 
typically  occupy  shelter  sites  singly 
within  banks  of  washes,  in  shallow 


burrows  on  alluvial  fens,  and  under 
shrubs. 

The  Draft  Recovery  Plan  has  proposed 
one  DWMA  (Chuckwalla)  for  the 
Eastern  Colorado  Recovery  Unit, 
although  a  portion  of  the  Joshua  Tree 
DWMA  lies  within  the  boundaries  of 
both  the  Western  Mojave  and  the 
Eastern  Colorado  Recovery  Units. 

Current  tortoise  densities  within  the 
DWMA  are  approximately  5  to  175 
adults  per  square  mile,  with  an  average 
density  of  15  adults  per  square  mile. 

With  increased  management  in 
protected  areas,  it  is  mought  that 
densities  could  reach  an  average  of  40 
adult  tortoises  per  sqiiare  mile  (USFWS 
1993).  Includea  within  this  unit  is  the 
Chudcwalla  Bench,  an  area  for  which  an 
average  estimated  population  was 
recorded  of  about  500  tortoises  per 
square  mile  between  the  years  1979  and 
1982,  the  highest  known  density  of 
desert  tmtoises  (USFWS  1993).  Declines 
in  this  area  may  have  been  due  to 
vandalism,  predation  by  ravens,  and 
vehicle-related  mortality,  in  conjimction 
with  poor  environmental  conditions 
(USFWS  1993).  Like  the  Northern 
Colorado  Recovery  Unit,  much  of  the 
historical  habitat  degradation  is  due  to 
military  activities  in  the  1940’s.  Land 
owner^ip  is  a  checkerboard  of  BLM, 
military,  and  private  lands.  Like  the 
Northern  Colorado  Recovery  Unit 
described  above,  desert  tortoises  here 
have  the  ’‘California’’  mtDNA  haplotype 
and  shell  type  (USFWS  1993). 

Hie  Western  Mojave  Recovery  Unit 
lies  to  the  northwest  of  the  Eastern 
Colorado  Recovery  Unit  and  to  the  west 
of  the  Northern  Colorado  and  Eastern 
Mojave  Recovwy  Units  in  California. 
Although  the  majority  of  the  Recovery 
Unit  is  considered  to  be  within  the 
Mojave  Desert,  the  southeastern  portion 
is  transitional  between  the  Mojave  and 
Colorado  deserts.  The  northern  portion 
of  the  Western  Mojave  Recovery  Unit  is 
transitional  with  the  Eastern/ 
Northeastern  Mojave  Recovery  Units. 
These  transition^  areas  result  in 
extremely  heterogeneous  vegetation  and 
topography,  offering  a  diverse  range  of 
habitats  for  the  desert  tortoise — a  future 
that  may  be  important  over  the  long¬ 
term  in  the  event  of  climatic  changes.  . 
Vegetation  is  diaracterized  by  creosote 
bush  scrub,  Mojave  saltbush-allscale 
scrub  (endemic),  Indian  rice  grass  scrub- 
steppe,  hopsaM  scrub,  big  galleta  scrub 
steppe,  cheeswush  scrub  (west  Mojave 
type),  desert  psammophytes,  and 
blacUiush  scrub.  California  juniper— 
one-leaf  pinon  woodlands  dominate  the 
higher  elevations.  Topography  is  varied 
with  flats,  valleys,  alluvial  fens,  rolling 
hills,  mountainous  slopes,  rock 
outcrops,  badlands,  sand  dunes,  and 


lava  flows.  Desert  tortoises  occur  here 
primarily  in  valleys,  on  alluvial  fans, 
and  on  rolling  hills  in  saltbush,  creosote 
bush,  and  scrub  steppe  communities. 
Elevations  range  frnm  1,500  to  5,800 
feet.  The  majority  of  desert  tortoises 
within  this  unit  den  singly,  but  in  the 
transitional  northernmost  section  of  the 
unit  more  than  one  desert  tortoise  may 
inhabit  a  shelter  site.  Shelter  sites  are 
dug  deep  during  winter  and  sununer 
pwiods  of  inactivity,  and  are  usually 
located  under  shrubs  on  alluvial  fens 
and  sometimes  in  washes.  Above- 
groimd  activity  occurs  primarily  in  the 
spring  when  the  animals  forage  on 
winter  annuals,  some  herbaceous 
pereimials,  and  cacti.  These  desert 
tortoises  are  generally  adapted  to  a 
regime  of  winter  rains  and  occasional 
siunmer  storms. 

The  four  DWMAs  proposed  within 
the  Western  Mojave  Recovery  Unit  are 
characterized  by  high,  contiguous 
population  densities  (5  to  250  desert 
tortoise  per  square  mile,  with  an  average 
of  20  adults  per  square  mile).  It  is 
thought  that  with  increased 
management  in  protected  areas  over  the 
long-term,  densities  of  50  to  100  adults 
per  square  mile  could  be  obtained 
(USFWS  1993).  Several  military 
operations,  urbanization,  agricultural 
development,  sheep  grazing,  off- 
highway  vehicle  (OIW)  activities,  and 
disease  within  this  Recovery  Unit  are 
thought  to  be  responsible  for  population 
declines  since  the  1930’s.  Proposed 
military  expansion  would  result  in 
further  loss  of  desert  tortoises  and  their 
habitat.  This  Recovery  Unit  contains 
pockets  of  the  most  protected  and 
undisturbed  desert  tortoise  habitat,  and 
also  contains  some  of  the  most 
threatened  areas  (USFWS  1993).  Land 
OMOiership  within  this  unit  is  a  mixture 
of  private,  BLM,  military.  National  Park 
Service,  and  State  lands.  The  Service 
does  not  propose  the  Desert  Tortoise 
Natural  Area  (DTNA)  and  Joshua  Tree 
National  Monument,  in  California,  as 
critical  habitat  since  these  two  areas 
already  receive  adequate  protection. 
However,  because  these  two  areas  are 
important  to  the  recovery  of  the  tortoise, 
the  Service  may  reconsider  designating 
these  areas  as  critical  habitat  should 
changes  in  current  management 
activities  occur.  Desert  tortoises  here 
have  the  “California*’  mtDNA  haplotype 
and  shell  type  (USFWS  1993). 

The  Eastern  Mojave  Recovery  Unit, 
located  primarily  in  California,  extends 
into  Nevada  in  the  Amargosa,  Pahrump, 
and  Piute  Valleys.  It  lies  directly  to  the 
north  of  the  Northern  Colorado 
Recovery  Unit,  unth  the  western  bank  of 
the  Colorado  River  as  an  eastern 
boundary.  ‘This  Recovery  Unit  is 
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isolated  from  the  Western  Mojave 
Recovery  Unit  by  the  Baker  Sink,  where 
desert  tortoises  do  not  occur.  Vegetation 
within  the  eastern  portion  of  this  unit  is 
transitional  between  the  Colorado 
Desert  and  the  Mojave  Desert 
communities  and  is  represented  by  big 
galleta-scrub  steppe,  succulent  scrub 
{Yucca,  Opuntia  species),  creosote  bush 
scrub,  cheesebush  scrub  (east  Mojave 
type],  and  Indian  rice  grass  scrub- 
steppe.  Desert  tortoises  are  active  here 
in  the  spring  and  in  late  summer/early 
autumn  because  this  region  receives 
both  winter  and  summer  rains,  resulting 
in  two  distinct  annual  floras  on  which 
tortoises  can  feed.  These  desert  tortoises 
occupy  a  variety  of  vegetation  types  and 
feed  on  summer  and  winter  annuals, 
cacti,  perennial  grasses,  and  herbaceous 
perennials.  Topography  is  characterized 
by  flats,  valleys,  alluvid  fans,  washes, 
and  rocky  slopes.  Elevations  range  from 
1,600  to  4,900  feet.  Desert  tortoises 
generally  den  singly  in  caliche  caves,  on 
alluvial  fans,  and  in  washes. 

Current  population  densities  within 
the  three  DWMAs  proposed  by  the  Draft 
Recovery  Plan  for  ^e  Eastern  Mojave 
Recovery  Unit  are  patthy  and  varied, 
with  pockets  of  hi^  densities  (5  to  350 
tortoises  per  square  mile,  with  an 
average  density  of  25  adult  tortoises  per 
square  mile).  High-density  populations, 
which  are  thoug^^t  to  have  occtirred 
historically  throughout  this  unit,  have 
been  impacted  over  the  years  by  a 
combination  of  cattle  grazing,  military 
operations,  and  other  forms  of  human- 
caused  disturbances.  With  appropriate 
long-term  management  in  protected 
areas,  it  is  likely  that  population 
densities  of  60  to  75  adult  desert 
tortoises  per  square  mile  can  be 
obtained  (USFWS 1993).  Land 
ownership  is  predominantly  Federal 
(BLM  and  National  Park  Service),  with 
the  remainder  being  a  mixture  of  private 
and  State  ownership.  Desert  tortoises 
here  have  the  “California"  mtDNA 
haplotype  and  shell  t^e  (USFWS 
1993).  They  are  also  differentiated  from 
desert  tortoises  in  the  Northeastern 
Mojave  Recovery  Unit  at  several 
allozyme  lod  (Brussard  and  Britten 
1993). 

The  Northeastern  Mojave  Recovery 
Unit  is  fotmd  primarily  in  Nevada,  but 
extends  into  California  along  the 
Ivanpah  Valley  and  into  extreme 
southwestern  Utah  and  northwestern 
Arizona.  Vegetation  is  characterized  by 
creosote  bu^  scrub,  big  galleta  scrub- 
steppe,  desert  needlegrass  scrub-steppe, 
and  blackbush  scrub  (in  the  higher 
elevations).  Topography  is  varied,  with 
flats,  valleys,  alluvial  fans,  and  rocky 
slopes.  Much  of  the  northern  portion  of 
the  unit  is  charactonzed  as  baisin  and 


range,  rising  to  high  elevations  that 
range  from  2,500  to  12,000  feet. 

Tortoises  throughout  the  unit  are 
generally  found  in  creosote  bush  scrub 
commimities  on  flats,  valley  bottoms, 
and  alluvial  fans,  but  they  occasionally 
use  other  habitats,  such  as  rocky  slopes 
and  blackbush  scrub.  Desert  tortoises 
often  occur  in  groups  of  two  or  more  in 
shelter  sites  located  in  caliche,  on 
alluvial  fans,  and  in  washes,  lliey 
typically  eat  summer  and  winter 
annuals,  cacti,  and  perennial  grasses. 

Four  DWMAs  are  proposed  oy  the 
Draft  Recovery  Plan  for  the  Northeastern 
Mojave  Recovery  Unit.  Desert  tortoises 
in  this  Recovery  Unit,  the  northern 
portion  of  whi(^  represents  the 
northernmost  distribution  of  the 
species,  are  found  in  low  densities 
(approximately  10  to  20  adults  per 
square  mile).  Historically,  much  higher 
densities  were  foimd  in  the  central  and 
southern  portions  of  the  Recovery  Unit, 
with  the  most  dramatic  declines  caused 
by  urban  development  in  the  Las  Vegas 
Valley.  With  appropriate  long-term 
management  in  protected  areas,  the  unit 
may  support  densities  of  40  to  50  adult 
desert  tortoises  per  square  mile  (USFWS 
1993).  Most  land  in  tMs  unit  is 
administered  by  BLM,  with  the 
remainder  a  mixture  of  private  and  State 
ownership.  An  area  of  35  square  miles 
in  Utah  on  the  Beaver  Dam  Slope,  in  the 
northeastern  portion  of  the  Recovery 
Unit,  was  designated  as  critical  habitat 
in  1980;  however,  with  continued 
grazing  in  this  area,  populations  of 
desert  tortoise  have  continued  to 
decline.  As  with  the  DTNA  and  Joshua 
Tree  National  Monument  DWMA,  the 
Service  believes  that  desert  tortoise 
habitat  within  the  Coyote  Spring 
DWMA  on  the  Desert  National  Wildlife 
Range  is  already  afforded  protection 
equal  to  that  of  critical  habitat  and 
subsequently  does  not  include  it  in  this 
proposal.  Three  mtDNA  haplotypes  are 
found  in  this  Recovery  Unit,  but  they 
exhibit  low  allozyme  variability  with 
relatively  little  local  differentiation.  A 
distinctive  shell  phenotype  occiirs  in 
the  Beaver  Dam  Slope  region, 
differentiating  it  from  the  California  and 
Sonoran  Desert  shell  types  (Weinstein 
and  Berry  1988,  USFWS  1993). 

The  Upper  Virgin  River  Recovery  Unit 
is  at  the  extreme  northeastern  edge  of 
the  species’  range  in  the  area  of  St. 
George,  Utah.  It  is  characterized  by  a 
transitional  vegetation  represented  by 
sagebrush  scrub,  psammophytes.  Great 
B^in  (sand  sage),  blackbush  scrub,  and 
Utah  juniper— one-leaf  pinon  woodland. 
Here,  desert  tortoises  live  in  a  complex 
and  rugged  topography  consisting  of 
rock  caves,  canyons,  mesas,  sand  dimes, 
and  sandstone  outcrops.  Over  most  of 


the  Mojave  Region,  desert  tortoises 
inhabit  large  flats  and  gently-sloping 
alluvial  fans  common  to  the  Mojave 
Desert.  However,  desert  tortoises  in  the 
Upper  Virgin  River  Recovery  Unit  are 
more  commonly  found  in  broken  habitat 
with  rock  outcroppings.  Elevations 
range  fixim  2,500  to  4,500  feet.  Tortoises 
in  this  environment  travel  to  sand  dunes 
for  egg  laying  and  use  other  habitats  for 
foraging.  Desert  tortoises  in  this 
heterogeneous  habitat  may  use 
sandstone  and  lava  caves  or  rock 
outcroppings  for  shelter  sites  and  travel 
to  sand  dunes  for  egg  laying.  Two  or 
more  desert  tortoises  often  use  the  same 
shelter  site,  as  do  those  in  the 
Northeastern  Mojave  Recovery  Unit 
(USFWS  1993). 

One  DWMA  is  proposed  by  the  Draft 
Recovery  Plan  for  the  Upper  Virgin 
River  R^overy  Unit.  Due  to  the 
heterogeneity  of  the  habitat,  desert 
tortoises  occur  in  a  patchwork  of  high- 
and  low-density  populations.  Current 
densities  in  this  Recovery  Unit  are  high 
(approximately  250  tortoises  per  square 
mile).  The  current  population  has  likely 
persisted  primarily  b^use  rugged 
terrain  and  poor  access  discourage 
human-cau^  habitat  destruction  and 
direct  sources  of  desert  tortoise 
mortality.  Populations  should  persist  at 
current  densities  over  the  long-term  if 
managed  appropriately  within  protected 
areas  (USFWS  1993).  Current  land 
ownership  is  a  patchwork  of  Federal, 
State,  private,  and  some  Tribal  lands. 
Shell  morphology  and  mtDNA  have  not 
been  studied  in  this  Recovery  Unit,  but 
allozyme  variation  is  similar  to  that 
found  in  the  Northeastern  Mojave 
Recovery  Unit  (USFWS  1993). 

Management  Considerations 

Current  and  historic  desert  tortoise 
habitat  loss,  deterioration,  and 
fragmentation  is  largely  attributable  to 
urban  development,  military  operations, 
and  multiple-uses  of  public  land,  such 
as  OHV  activities  and  livestock  grazing. 
Historically,  habitat  reduction  and 
fragmentation  have  not  been  uniform 
throughout  the  desert  tortoise’s  range, 
but  have  been  concentrated  around 
populated  areas,  such  as  Mohave, 

Boron,  Kramer  Junction,  Barstow, 
Victorville,  Apple  Valley,  Lucerne 
Valley,  and  Twentynine  Palms, 
California.  Similar  patterns  are  evident 
near  Las  Vegas,  Laughlin,  and  Mesquite, 
Nevada:  and  St.  George,  Utah. 

Human  "predation”  (taking  desert 
tortoises  out  of  their  natural  populations 
either  by  death  (accidental  or 
intentional)  or  by  removal)  is  also  a 
major  factor  in  the  decline  of  the  desert 
tortoise.  People  illegally  collect  desert 
tortoises  for  pets,  fo^,  and  commercial 
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trade.  Some  immigrants  to  the  United 
States  collect  desert  tortoises  for 
medicinal  or  other  cultural  purposes 
(USFWS 1993). 

Desert  tortoises  are  often  struck  and 
killed  by  vehicles  on  roads  and 
highways,  and  mentality  of  desert 
tortoises  due  to  gunshot  and  OHV 
activities  is  common  in  many  parts  of 
the  Mo)ave  Region,  particularly  near 
cities  and  towns.  In  the  western  Mo}ave 
Desert  of  California,  14.3  percent  of  the 
carcasses  found  on  11  permanent  study 
plots  showed  evidence  of  gunshot 
(Sievers  et  al.  1988).  At  one  plot,  28 
percent  of  the  carcasses  had  evidence  of 
gunshot.  Loss  of  tortoises  from 
vandalism  has  also  been  reported  in 
northwestern  Arizona.  Approximately 
10  percent  of  shell  remains  from  a 
tortoise  study  plot  near  LittleSbld, 
Arizona,  had  gunshot  wounds  (USFWS 
1990). 

OHV  use  in  the  desert  has  increased 
and  proliferated  since  the  1060’s 
(USFWS  1993).  As  of  1980,  OHV 
activities  affected  approximately  25 
percent  of  all  desert  tortoise  habitat  in 
California,  as  well  as  substantial 
portions  in  southern  Nevada  (USFWS 
1993).  Negative  effects  range  from  minor 
habitat  alteration  to  total  denudation  of 
extensive  areas.  While  direct  effects  are 
immediate  (mortality  from  crushing, 
collection,  and  vandalism),  indirect 
effects  can  be  either  immediate 
(disruption  of  soil  integrity;  degradation 
of  aimual  plants,  grasses,  and  perennial 
plants;  and/or  destruction  of  desert 
tortoise  shelter  sites),  delayed,  and/or 
cumulative  (soil  loss  due  to  erosion,  soil 
compaction  and  its  effects  on  aimual 
and  perennial  plants,  water  pollution, 
and  litter  and  reftise)  (Biosystems 
Analysis  1991). 

Impacts  of  roads  within  desert  tortoise 
habitat  extend  significantly  beyond  the 
tracks  that  are  created  (Ni^olMn  1978). 
Thus,  well-used  OHV  areas  often  result 
in  depressed  tortoise  populations 
extending  beyond  the  ir^ediate 
boimdaries  of  the  directly  disturbed 
habitat 

The  use  of  OHVs  appears  to  have  a 
significant  effect  on  tortoise  abundance 
and  distribution.  Vehicle  route 
proliferation  has  occurred  in  many  areas 
and  can  result  in  a  significant 
cumulative  loss  of  h^itat  Human 
access  increases  the  incidence  of 
tortoise  mortality  from  collecting, 
gunshot,  and  crushing  by  vehicles. 

Desert  tortoises,  particularly 
hatchlings  and  juv^les,  are  preyed 
upon  by  several  native  species  of 
mammals,  reptiles,  and  birds.  Domestic 
and  faral  dogs  are  a  new  source  of 
mortality. 


Common  raven  {Corvus  corax) 
populations  in  the  southwestern  deserts 
nave  increased  significantly  since  the 
1940's,  presumably  in  response  to 
expand^  human  use  of  the  desert. 
SewaM  ponds,  landfills  (authorized  and 
unauthorized),  powerlines,  roads,  and 
other  human  uses  have  increased 
available  foraging,  roosting,  and  nesting 
opportimities  for  ravens.  Over  the  last 
20  years,  raven  populations  in  the 
western  Mo)ave  D^rt  have  increased 
1528  percent  between  1968  and  1988, 
(about  15  percent  per  year),  and 
increased  in  the  Colorado-^noran 
Deserts  474  percent  (over  9  percent  per 
year).  While  not  all  ravens  may  include 
tortoises  as  significant  emnponents  of 
their  diets,  these  birds  are  highly 
opportunistic  in  their  feeding  patterns 
and  concentrate  on  easily  available 
seasonal  food  sources,  such  as  juvenile 
tortoises.  Increased  mortality  of  young 
desert  tortoises,  combined  with 
drastically  lowered  survivorship  of 
adults,  is  likely  responsible  for  observed 
catastrophic  population  declines 
(USFWS  1993). 

Domestic  livestock  grazing  has 
occurred  in  desert  tortoise  habitat  since 
the  mid-1800’s,  with  an  increase  in 
intensity  near  the  turn  of  the  century  to 
the  mid-1930’s  (Biosystems  Analysis 
1991).  Grazing  has  b^n  implicated  as 
one  of  the  major  impacts  to  tortoises  and 
their  habitat.  Direct  impacts  from 
grazing  include  trampling  of  both 
tortoises  and  shelter  sites;  irulirect 
impacts  include  loss  of  plant  cover, 
reduction  in  number  of  suitable  shelter 
sites,  change  in  vegetation,  compaction 
of  soils,  reduced  water  infiltration, 
erosion,  inhibition  of  nitrogen  fixation 
in  desert  plants,  and  the  provision  of  a 
favorable  seed  bed  for  exotic  annual 
vegetation  (USFWS  1991,  USFWS 
1993).  Habitat  destruction  and 
degradation  are  especially  evident  in 
livestock  watering,  bedding,  loading, 
and  unloading  areas  (USFWS  1991). 

The  degree  and  nature  of  impacts 
from  livestock  grazing  are  dependent 
upon  the  local  ecosystem,  gr^ng 
history,  seasons  of  use,  stocking  rates, 
aimual  rainfall,  and  density  of  ^e 
tortoise  population  (USFWS  1990). 
Desert  ecosystems  require  decades  to 
recover  from  disturbances,  and  desert 
tortoises  are  incapable  of  rapid  growth, 
even  under  optimum  conditions. 

An  upper  respiratory  tract  disease 
(URTD)  is  prevalent  in  captive  desert 
tortoises  and  has  been  identified  in  wild 
desert  tortoises  in  many  localities  in  the 
western  Mojave  Desert  and  in  limited 
localities  elsewhere.  URTD  appears  to 
be  spreading  and  may  have  heoa 
intr^uced  to  wild  populations  through 
illegal  releases  of  diseased  captive 


desert  tortoises.  Wild  desert  tortoises 
vrith  signs  of  URTD  are  commonly 
found  near  cities  and  towns  vdth 
concentrations  of  captive  desert 
tortoises  (Marlow  and  Brussard  1993). 
Disease  has  contributed  to  high 
mortality  rates  in  the  western  Mojave 
Desert  in  the  last  4  years  (Avery  and 
Berry  1990,  USFWS  1993). 

R^nt  studies  have  demonstrated 
Mycoplasma  agassizii  sp.  nov.  as  the 
causative  agent  of  URTD.  Predisposing 
factors,  sudh  as  habitat  degradation, 
poor  nutrition,  and  drought,  are  likely 
involved  in  increasing  the  susceptibility 
of  individual  animals  to  disease 
(Jacobson  et  al.  1991).  Drought  and 
concomitant  poor  nutrition  have  the 
potential  to  compromise  desert  tortoises 
immimologically  and,  therefore,  make 
them  more  susceptible  to  URTD  and 
other  diseases.  Controlling  human- 
related  spread  of  URTD,  improving 
habitat  conditions,  and  monitoring 
health  status  of  desert  tortoise 
populations  are  some  of  the  more 
important  management  tools  that  can  be 
used  in  controlling  URTD  in  wild 
populations  of  the  desert  tortoise 
(USFWS  1993). 

A  shell  disease  has  also  been  observed 
in  the  Chuckwalla  Bench  population  in 
the  eastern  Colorado  Desert  Qaeobson  et 
al.  1992).  A  variety  of  mineral  and  metal 
deficiencies,  as  well  as  various 
toxicants,  are  known  to  cause 
integumentary  pathology  in  mammals, 
suggesting  disease  or  toxicosis  may  be 
responsible  for  these  observed  shell 
abnormalities  (USFWS  1993).  Another 
shell  disease,  osteopenia,  occurs  in 
desert  tortoise  populations  on  the 
Beaver  Dam  Slope  and  may  be  related 
to  poor  nutrition  (Jarchow  and  May 
1989). 

Existing  Protection 

On  August  20, 1980,  the  Service  listed 
the  Beaver  Dam  Slope  subpopulation  in 
Utah  as  threatened  with  critical  habitat 
(45  FR  55654).  The  listing  included 
designation  of  35  square  miles  of  critical 
habitat,  which  included  establishment 
of  the  "Woodbury  Desert  Study  Area,” 
a  3,040-acre  research  exclosure  for 
determining  range  improvement  in  the 
absence  of  livestock  (USFWS  1990). 
Since  its  listing  in  1989,  all  additional 
portions  of  the  Mojave  desert  tortoise’s 
range  have  been  covered  by  the 
protective  measures  of  sections  7, 9,  and 
10  of  the  Act. 

The  States  of  Nevada,  California, 
Arizona,  and  Utah  have  established 
laws  that  provide  varying  levels  of 
protection  for  individual  desert 
tortoises.  The  State  of  Nevada  affends 
limited  protection  to  the  desert  tortoise, 
having  established  it  as  a  protected 
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reptile  under  section  501.110.1(d)  of  the 
Nevada  Revised  Statutes  (NRS), 
protected  and  rare  outside  of  the  urban 
areas  of  Clark  County  (Las  Vegas)  under 
section  503.080.1(a)  of  the  Nevada 
Administrative  Code,  and  unlawful  to 
transport  across  State  lines  without  the 
written  consent  of  the  Nevada 
Department  of  Wildlife.  Nevada  does 
not  have  any  laws  that  regulate  the 
de^adation  of  desert  tortoise  habitat. 

The  California  Fish  and  Game 
Commission  acknowledged  the  desert 
tortoise  as  a  State  threatened  species  on 
June  22, 1989,  amending  the  California 
Code  of  Regulations,  670.5(b)(4)  of  title 
14.  California  also  authorized  legislation 
to  regulate  modification  of  desert 
tortoise  habitat.  It  is  the  only  State  with 
such  authority  (USFWS  1990). 

California  has  also  designated  the  desert 
tortoise  as  its  official  State  reptile. 

The  Arizona  Game  and  Fisn 
Commission  extended  full  protection 
from  take  to  the  desert  tortoise,  effective 
January  1, 1988,  through  Commission 
Order  43:  Reptiles.  Also  prohibited  is 
the  sale  of  desert  tortoises  and  their 
importation  to  the  State,  as  well  as  the 
release  of  captive  tortoises  into  the  wild. 
There  is  no  State  authority  in  Arizona 
to  regulate  the  modibcation  of  desert 
tortoise  habitat. 

In  Utah,  the  desert  tortoise  is 
considered  a  “prohibited  reptile," 
protecting  it  from  collection, 
importation,  transportation,  (mssession, 
sale,  transfer,  or  release  because  it  poses 
unacceptable  disease,  ecological, 
environmental,  or  human  health  or 
safety  risks.  No  State  regulations  exist  to 
stop  the  loss  or  degradation  of  desert 
tortoise  habitat  through  land 
development  or  other  actions  (USFWS 
1990). 

Draft  Desert  Tortoise  Recovery  Plan 

Section  2(c)(1)  of  the  Act  declares  that 
"*  *  *  all  Federal  departments  and 
agencies  shall  seek  to  conserve 
Midangered  and  threatened  species  and 
shall  utilize  their  authorities  in 
furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  this  Act." 
Section  3(3)  of  the  Act  defines 
conservation  to  include  all  measures 
needed  to  recover  the  species  and 
remove  it  from  the  list  of  midangered 
and  threatened  wildlife  and  plants.  The 
Act  mandates  the  conservation  of  listed 
species  through  different  mechanisms, 
such  as:  Section  7  (requiring  Federal 
agencies  to  further  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  by  carrying  out  conservation 
programs  and  ensuring  that  Federal 
actions  will  not  likely  Jeopardize  the 
continued  existence  of  the  listed  species 
or  result  in  the  destruction  or  adverse 
modification  of  designated  critical 
habitid);  section  9  (prohibiting  taka  of" 


listed  spedas);  section  10  (wildlife 
research  permits  and  cxmservation 
planning  on  State  and  private  lands): 
section  6  (cooperative  State  and  Federal 
grants);  land  acquisition:  and  research. 
Other  Federal  laws  also  require 
conservation  of  threatened  and 
endangered  species,  such  as  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  Management  Act  and 
various  othor  State  and  Federal  laws 
and  regulations. 

Recovery  planning  under  section  4(0 
of  the  Act  is  the  "lunbrella”  that 
eventually  guides  all  of  these  activities 
and  promotes  a  species'  conservation 
and  eventual  delisting.  Recovery  plans 
provide  guidance,  which  may  include 
population  goals  and  identification  of 
areas  in  need  of  protection  or  special 
management,  so  that  a  species  can  be 
removed  from  the  Lists  of  Endangered 
and  Threatened  Wildlife  and  Plants. 
Recovery  plans  usually  include 
management  recommendations  for  areas 
proposed  or  designated  as  critical 
habitat. 

After  listing  the  Mojave  population  of 
the  desert  tortoise  as  threatened  on 
April  2. 1990  (55  FR  12178),  the  Service 
appointed  members  to  the  Desert 
Tortoise  Recovery  Team  to  prepare  a 
recovery  plan,  as  called  for  by  section 
4(f)  of  the  Act.  On  March  30, 1993,  the 
Service  released  the  Draft  Recovery  Plan 
for  the  Desert  Tortoise  (Mojave 
Population)  for  public  review  and 
comment  (58  FR  16691).  Hie  Draft 
Recovery  Plan  presents  a  conservation 
strategy  that  applies  the  principles  of 
conservation  biology  and  population 
modeling  and  uses  current  desert 
tortoise  research  data.  It  describes  a 
strategy  for  recovery  and  delisting  of  the 
Mojave  population  of  the  desert  tortoise 
that  includes: 

(1)  Identification  of  desert  tortoise 
recovery  units  within  the  Mojave 
Region; 

(2)  Establishment  of  a  system  of 
DWMAs  within  recovery  units  where 
management  actions  are  necessary  to 
affect  recovery; 

(3)  Development  and  implementation 
of  specific  recovery  acticms  within 
DWMAs,  which  target  reduction  or 
elimination  of  fectors  that  have  caused 
declines  in  desert  tortoise  populations: 
and 

(4)  Quantitative  recovery  goals  for 
each  recovery  unit. 

In  addition,  the  Draft  Recovery  I^an 
recommends  an  amendment  process 
and  further  research  on  desert  tmrtoise 
biology  and  management. 

To  minimize  the  potential  risk  over 
the  long-term,  the  Draft  Recovery  Phm 
recommends  establishment  of  multiple 
DWMAs  (whmever  possible)  within  the 


six  recovery  units  (as  defined  earlier  in 
this  document)  and  implementation  of 
reserve-level  protection  within  them. 

The  number  and  location  of  DWMAs 
should  be  determined  first  and  foremost 
by  the  need  for  recovery  in  each  of  the 
six  desert  tortoise  recovery  \mits. 
DWMAs  should  be  located  in  areas  with 
good  desert  tortoise  habitat  currently 
supporting  at  least  800  adult  desert 
tortoises  at  a  density  of  no  less  than  10 
per  square  mile  to  avoid  potential 
fitness  declines  and  demographic 
stochasticity.  These  DWMAs  should  be 
large  enough  to  support  a  viable 
population  (at  least  50,000  adult  desert 
tortoises  where  possible)  at  "target 
density."  Tai^  density  is  defined  as 
the  density  of  desert  tortoises  that  the 
DWMA  is  capable  of  s^poriing  under 
optimal  management.  Hie  Draft 
Recovery  Plan  proposes  target  densities 
for  each  DWMA,  which  range  from  40 
to  100  desert  tortoises  per  square  mile. 
Desert  tortoise  census  data,  historical 
accounts,  and  expert  opinion  were  used 
to  determine  target  densities. 

Given  these  requisites  and  extant 
desert  tortoise  habitat  within  the  6 
recovery  units,  the  Draft  Recovery  Plan 
identifies  14  proposed  DWMAs. 

Portions  of  some  DWMAs  occur  in  more 
than  one  recovery  imit.  DWMAs  should 
consist  primarily  of  a  limited  use  zone 
(LUZ),  where  human  activities  that 
negatively  impact  desert  tortoises  are 
strictly  curtailed.  In  addition  to  the 
LUZs,  DWMAs  might  have  some  habitat 
designated  as  an  experimental 
management  zone  (EMZ),  where  certain 
activities  prohibited  in  the  LUZ  may  be 
permitted  on  an  experimental  basis 
during  the  recovery  period.  Research 
activities  in  EM2I18  would  be  important 
in  furthering  imderstanding  of  desert 
tortoise  ecology  and  how  populations 
respond  to  various  human  impacts. 
However,  because  experimental 
activities  within  an  EMZ  may  advercaly 
affect  desert  tortoise  populations,  the 
Draft  Recovery  Plan  recommends  that 
the  EMZ  should  be  no  more  than  10 
percent  of  the  total  DWMA  area  and 
should  be  located  toward  the  periphery. 

In  determining  the  appropnate  sizes 
of  the  proposed  DWMAs,  the  Draft 
Recovery  Plan  considers  three  important 
factors; 

(1)  Numbers  of  individuals  and  their 
densities  now  extant  within  eadi 
DWMA  (for  genetic  considerations); 

(2)  Number  of  adult  tortoises 
necessary  for  a  viable  population  over 
the  long-term  (based  upon  the 
population  viability  analysis);  and 

(3)  Size  necessary  to  support  a  viable 
population  at  a  target  density. 

To  maximize  recovery  po^tial  from 
a  genetic  standpoint  the  Draft  Recovery 
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Plan  recommends  that,  at  conception,  a 
minimum  of  20,000  desert  tortoises  of 
all  age  classes  should  be  captured 
within  a  DWMA.  This  would  result  in 
an  elective  population  (the  number  of 
individuals  in  a  population  passing  on 
their  genes  to  the  next  generation)  of 
500  animals,  and  an  adult  population  of 
about  800  (at  current  estimate 
densities)  (USFWS 1993).  However,  the 
Draft  Recovery  Plan  sriggests  that  more 
area  than  the  ratio  of  desired  number  of 
adults/target  density  should  be  included 
in  the  DWMA  to  ensure  protection  of  an 
adequate  number  of  founder 
individuals.  This  recommendation  is 
based  on  the  following: 

(1)  Most  current  density  estimates 
have  large  confidence  limits; 

(2)  Good  desert  tortoise  habitat  is 
usually  discontinuously  distributed; 

(3)  Few  extant  desert  tortoise 
populations  now  have  a  stable  age 
distribution;  and 

(4)  Implementation  of  recovery 
actions  will  not  be  immediate. 

Even  after  a  population  is  considered 
to  be  recovered,  it  may  become  extinct 
due  to  a  variety  of  random  events. 
However,  large  populations  have  a 
lower  probability  of  extinction  than 
small  populations  (USFWS  1993).  A 
population  viability  analysis  (PVA) 
provides  an  estimate  of  how  large  a 
population  must  be  to  have  a  given 
probability  of  persistence  over  a  certain 
period  of  time.  The  results  of  the  PVA 
in  the  Draft  Recovery  Plan  suggest  that 
a  minimum  of  50,000  adult  animals  are 
required  for  a  desert  tortoise  population 
to  have  a  SO  percent  probability  of 
persistence  for  500  years,  or  20  desert 
tortoise  generations.  This  prediction 
was  bas^  upon  observed  variability  in 
population  growth  rates  during  the 
period  1979-91,  in  which  population 
growth  rates  varied  considerably.  The 
PVA  was  based  upon  existing 
management  data  from  several  difierent 
locations.  As  management  activities  are 
intensified  and  additional  data  become 
available,  population  estimates  may 
improve,  and  DWMA  sizes  and  the 
recovery  criteria  may  be  adjusted  if 
appropriate. 

Reserves  (DWMAs)  should  be  large 
enou^  to  accommodate  viable 
populations  at  target  densities.  For 
example,  at  a  target  density  of  100  adult 
desert  tortoises  per  square  mile,  a 
DWMA  of  500  square  miles  (320,000 
acres)  would  be  required  to  support 
50,000  adult  desert  tortoises  (50,000/ 
100).  Because  each  recovery  tmit  has  its 
own  unique  characteristics  that  result  in 
difiering  target  densities,  DWMA  sizes 
will  vary  by  recovery  unit. 

For  some  recovery  units,  DWMAs 
large  enough  to  capture  a  population  of 


50,000  adult  desert  tortoises  at  target 
density  will  not  be  possible.  In  these 
cases,  a  system  of  DWMAs  capable  of 
supporting  as  many  desert  tortoises  as 
possible  ^ould  be  established.  When 
circumstances  permit,  these  areas 
should  be  large  enough  to  support  at 
least  20,000  adult  animals  to  ensure 
long-term  genetic  variation.  Smaller 
DWMAs  may  be  viable  in  the  long-term 
with  appropriate  management. 

The  oDjective  of  the  Draft  Recovery 
Plan  is  the  recovery  and  delisting  of  the 
Mojave  population  of  the  desert  tortoise. 
Desert  tortoise  populations  have 
declined  substantially  throughout  the 
Mojave  Region  in  the  last  2  decades. 
These  populations  grow  slowly,  and 
significant  improvement  in  the  status  of 
the  Mojave  population  will  be  a  very 
long  process,  measured  in  decades  or 
centuries  in  most  parts  of  the  Mojave 
Region.  Nevertheless,  delisting  of  the 
desert  tortoise  may  be  considered  if  the 
following  criteria  are  met: 

(1)  As  determined  by  a  scientifically 
credible  monitoring  plan,  the 
population  within  a  recovery  imit 
exhibits  a  statistically  significant 
upward  trend  toward  target  density  or 
remains  stationary  at  target  density  for 
at  least  12  years  (one-half  of  a  desert 
tortoise  generation); 

(2)  Enough  habitat  is  protected  within 
a  recovery  unit  and/or  the  habitat  and 
desert  tortoise  populations  are  managed 
intensively  enou^  to  ensure  long-term 
population  viability; 

(3)  Regulatory  mechanisms  or  land 
management  commitments  have  been 
implemented  that  provide  for  adequate 
long-term  protection  of  desert  tortoises 
and  their  habitat;  and 

(4)  The  population  is  unlikely  to  need 
protection  under  the  Act  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

The  Service  would  delist  the  Mojave 
population  of  the  desert  tortoise  if  the 
delisting  criteria  were  met,  because 
protection  vmder  the  Act  would  be 
unnecessary.  With  the  delisting  criteria 
met,  the  desert  tortoise  and  its  habitat 
would  continue  to  be  protected  imder 
other  regulatory  mechanisms  outlined 
in  a  final  recovery  plan.  Upon  delisting, 
the  interim  protection  afiorded  by  the 
Act  in  the  designation  of  critical  habitat 
would  be  eliminated. 

Critical  Habitat 

Definition 

The  Service  considers  the 
conservation  of  a  species  in  its 
designation  of  critical  habitat.  However, 
designation  of  critical  habitat  will  not, 
in  itself,  lead  to  the  recovery  of  the 
species,  but  it  is  one  of  several  measures 
available  to  contribute  to  the 


conservation  of  a  species.  Critical 
habitat  helps  to  focus  conservation 
activities  by  identifying  areas  that 
contain  essential  habitat  features 
(primary  constituent  elements)  that 
retire  special  management. 

The  Endangered  Species  Act  defines 
critical  habitat  as: 

(i)  The  specific  areas  within  the 
geographical  area  occupied  by  the 
species,  at  the  time  it  is  listed  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  4  of  this  Act,  on  which  are 
found  those  physical  or  biological 
features:  (I)  ^sential  to  the  conservation 
of  the  species  and  (II)  which  may 
require  special  management 
considerations  or  protection;  and 

(ii)  Specific  areas  outside  the 
geographical  area  occupied  by  the 
species  at  the  time  it  is  listed  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  4  of  this  Act,  upon  a 
determination  by  the  Secretary  that  such 
areas  are  essential  for  the  conservation 
of  the  species. 

The  purpose  of  the  Act  is  to  “provide 
a  means  whereby  the  ecosystems  upon 
which  endangered  species  and 
threatened  species  depend  may  be 
conserved,  (and]  to  provide  a  program 
for  the  conservation  of  such  endangered 
species  and  threatened  species  *  *  *” 
(16  U.S.C.  1531(b)).  By  definition,  the 
critical  habitat  provision  of  section 
7(a)(2)  offers  protection  to  areas 
containing  physical  or  biological 
features  “essential  to  the  conservation  of 
[listed]  species”.  “Conservation”  is 
defined  as  “*  *  *  to  use  and  the  use  of 
all  methods  and  procedures  which  are 
necessary  to  bring  any  endangered 
species  or  threatened  species  to  the 
point  at  which  the  measures  provided 
pursuant  to  this  Act  are  no  longer 
necessary”  (16  U.S.C.  1532(3)). 
Therefore,  the  use  of  the  term 
“conservation”  in  the  Act’s  definition  of 
critical  habitat  means  that  designated 
critical  habitat  is  related  to  a  species’ 
eventual  recovery.  'This  implies  that 
designation  of  critical  habitat  is  closely 
tied  to  what  the  Service  believes  the 
species  needs  in  terms  of  habitat  to 
recover. 

Designating  critical  habitat  does  not 
create  a  management  plan;  it  does  not 
establish  numerical  population  goals;  it 
does  not  prescribe  specific  management 
actions  (inside  or  outside  of  critical 
habitat);  and  it  has  no  direct  effect  on 
areas  not  designated.  Specific 
management  recommendations  for 
critical  habitat  are  more  appropriately 
addressed  in  recovery  plans, 
management  plans,  and  in  section  7 
consultations. 

Designation  of  critical  habitat  may  be 
reevaluated  and  revised  at  any  time  that 
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new  information  indicates  that  changes 
are  warranted.  The  Service  may  revise 
critical  habitat  if  land  management 
plans,  recovery  plans,  or  other 
conservation  strategies  that  are 
developed  and  fully  implemented 
reduce  the  need  for  the  additional 
protection  provided  by  any  critical 
habitat  designation.  For  example,  after 
the  Desert  Tortoise  Recovery  Plan  is 
finalized,  land  management  agencies 
may  implement  increased  protection  for 
the  desert  tortoise.  If  prote^on 
mecisures  are  implemented,  the  Service 
may  revise  its  critical  habitat 
designation  in  the  future.  It  is  also 
possible  that,  with  increased  protection, 
some  components  of  environmental 
variability  that  threaten  tortoise 
populations  (or  increase  the  variance  of 
growth  rates)  and  result  in  the  need  for 
large  populations  will  be  decreased.  In 
such  an  event,  a  population  viability 
analysis — considering  population  trends 
based  on  the  variance  of  population 
growth  rates — might  suggest  smaller,  but 
still  viable,  populations,  which  would 
require  less  habitat  (i.e.,  smaller 
DWMAs  and  less  need  for  critical 
habitat  designation).  Therefore,  critical 
habitat  units  could  be  decreased  in  size, 
increased  in  size,  or  eliminated  based 
on  changes  in  certain  environmental 
variables  or  changes  in  land  status. 

In  proposing  to  designate  critical 
habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise,  the 
Service  reviewed  its  overall  approach  to 
the  conservation  of  the  desert  tortoise 
imdertaken  since  the  emergency  listing 
of  the  desert  tortoise  in  August  1989.  In 
addition,  the  Service  reviewed  all 
available  information  that  pertains  to 
habitat  requirements  of  this  species. 
Inherent  difficulties  in  designating 
critical  habitat  for  wide-ran^g  species, 
such  as  the  desert  tortoise,  dictate  that 
not  all  habitat  within  the  range  of  the 
species  be  included  in  the  proposed 
designation.  In  fact,  section  3(C)  of  the 
Act  states  that,  in  most  cases,  critical 
habitat  should  not  encompass  the  entire 
range  of  the  species.  Based  upon  the 
parameters  discussed  below,  the  Service 
determined  the  appropriateness  of 
including  specific  areas. 

The  Service  believes  that  the 
definition  of  critical  habitat,  while 
explicitly  mentioning  the  features 
essential  to  conservation  of  a  species, 
implicitly  requires  that  the  areas 
themselves  be  essential  to  the  species’ 
survival  and  recovery.  Not  all  areas 
containing  those  features  of  a  listed 
species’  habitat  are  necessarily  essential 
to  species’  conservation.  Conversely, 
areas  not  currently  containing  all  of  the 
essential  features,  but  with  the 
capability  to  do  so  in  the  future,  may 
still  be  needed  for  the  long-term 


recovery  of  the  species,  particularly  in 
certain  portions  of  the  range,  and  may 
be  proposed  as  critical  habitat. 

However,  areas  not  included  in  critical 
habitat  that  contain  one  or  more  of  the 
essential  features  are  also  important  to 
the  species’  conservation  and  would  be 
addressed  under  the  other  facets  of  the 
Act  and  other  conservation  laws  and 
regulations  (e.g..  Federal  Land  Policy 
Management  Act). 

For  the  desert  tortoise,  loss  of  an 
entire  critical  habitat  imit  could 
preclude  recovery  or  reduce  the 
likelihood  of  sur^val  of  the  species. 
Further,  gradual  degradation  of  a  critical 
habitat  unit  to  the  point  where  it  no 
longer  fulfills  the  overall  function  for 
which  it  was  proposed  (e.g.,  nesting, 
foraging,  sheltering,  dispersal,  and  gene 
flow)  could  preclude  the  survival  and 
recovery  of  the  species.  The  level  of 
disturbance  that  a  critical  habitat  unit 
could  withstand  and  continue  to  fulfill 
its  intended  purpose  is  variable 
throughout  the  desert  tortoise’s  range 
and  would  need  to  be  reviewed  in  the 
context  of  its  current  status,  condition, 
and  location.  Critical  habitat  units  in 
some  areas  may  be  less  able  to  support 
healthy  local  populations  of  desert 
tortoises  than  units  in  other  areas. 

Primary  Constituent  Elements 

The  Service  is  reqiiired  to  base  critical 
habitat  proposals  upon  the  best 
scientific  data  available  (50  CFR 
424.12).  In  determining  what  areas  are 
to  be  proposed  as  criti^  habitat,  the 
Service  considers  those  physical  and 
biological  attributes  that  are  essential  to 
the  conservation  of  the  species  and  that 
may  require  special  management 
considerations  or  protection.  Such 
requirements,  as  stated  in  50  CFR 
424.12,  include,  but  are  not  limited  to, 
the  following: 

(1)  Space  lor  individual  and 
population  growth,  and  for  normal 
behavior; 

(2)  Food,  water,  or  other  nutritional  or 
physiological  requirements; 

(3)  Coyer  or  shelter; 

(4)  Sites  for  breeding,  reproduction, 
rearing  of  offspring;  and  generally;  and 

(5)  Habitats  that  are  protected  from 
disturbance  or  are  representative  of  the 
historic  geographical  and  ecological 
distributions  of  a  species. 

The  Service  has  determined  that  the 
physical  and  biological  habitat  features 
(referred  to  as  the  primary  constituent 
elements)  that  support  nesting,  foraging, 
sheltering,  dispersal,  and/or  gene  flow 
are  essential  to  the  conservation  of  the 
desert  tortoise.  These  elements  were 
determined  from  studies  on  desert 
tortoise  habitat  preferences  (e.g.,  habitat 
structure  and  use,  forage  requirements) 


throughout  the  range  of  the  species 
(USFWS 1993).  These  attributes  include 
one  or  more  of  the  following:  Sufficient 
space  to  support  viable  populations 
within  eadi  of  the  six  recovery  units 
and  provide  for  movements,  dispersal, 
and  gene  flow;  sufficient  quantity  and 
quality  of  forage  species  and  the  propw 
soil  conditions  to  provide  for  the  growth 
of  such  species;  suitable  substrates  fm 
burrowing,  nesting,  and  overwintering; 
burrows,  caliche  caves,  and  other 
sheltrn:  sites;  sufficient  vegetation  for 
shelter  from  temperature  extremes  and 
predatwi;  and  h^itat  protected  from 
disturbance  and  human-caused 
mortality. 

Propoi^  critical  habitat  for  the  desert 
tortoise  encompasses  portions  of  the 
Mojave  and  Ckrlorado  Deserts  that 
contain  the  primary  constituent 
elements  and  focuses  on  areas  that  are 
essential  to  the  species’  recovery.  Hie 
proposed  critical  habitat  unit 
boundaries  are  based  on  proposed 
DWMAs  in  the  Draft  Recovery  Plan. 
Because  the  boundaries  were  drawn  to 
conform  with  accepted  principles  of 
conservation  biology,  the  areas  may 
contain  both  "suitable”  and 
"unsuitable”  habitat.  The  term 
"suitable”  ^nerally  refers  to  habitat 
that  provides  the  constituent  elements 
of  nesting,  sheltering,  foraging, 
dispersal,  and  gene  flow. 

Relation  to  Draft  Desert  Tortoise 
Recovery  Plan 

The  Draft  Recovery  Plan  proposes  14 
DWMAs  within  the  6  recovery  units 
within  the  range  of  the  desert  tortoise. 
The  Service  us^  the  DWMAs  as  the 
basis  for  proposed  critical  habitat  units 
because: 

(1)  The  Draft  Recovery  Plan’s 
conservation  strategy  is  based  upon  the- 
best  available  information  on  desert 
tortoises  gathered  and  analyzed  over  the 
past  20  years; 

(2)  The  Ehaft  Recovery  Plan  represents 
an  in-depth  analysis  of  the  conservation 
needs  of  the  desert  tortoise; 

(3)  The  areas  recommended  as 
DWMAs  were  proposed  by  experts 
familiar  with  the  species  and  its  habitat 
based  on  the  principles  of  conservation 
biology;  and 

(4)  Use  of  the  DWMAs  is  consistent 
with  the  Service’s  other  conservation 
eflbrts  (e.g.,  it  has  been  the  focus  in 
section  7  consultations  and 
conservation  planning). 

The  Service’s  identification  of  areas 
within  the  proposed  DWMAs  containing 
the  primary  constituent  elements 
described  above  was  based  on  the  seven 
principles  of  conservation  biology  used 
in  the  Draft  Recovery  Plan: 
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(1)  Reserves  should  be  well- 
distributed  across  a  species’  native 
range; 

(2)  Reserves  should  contain  large 
blocks  of  habitat  with  large  populations 
of  the  target  species; 

(3)  Blo^  of  habitat  should  be  close 
toMther, 

14)  Reserves  should  contain 
contiguous  rather  then  fragmented 
habitat; 

(5)  Habitat  patches  should  contain 
minimal  edge  to  area  ratios; 

(6)  Blocks  should  be  interconnected 
by  corridors  or  linkages  containing 
protected,  preferred  habitat  for  the  target 
species:  and 

(7)  Blocks  of  habitat  should  be 
roadless  or  otherwise  inaccessible  to 
humans. 

Critical  habitat  is  based  on  the 
frame woik  of  the  Draft  Recovery  Plan. 
Should  a  final  approved  recovery  plan 
vary  significantly  fit>m  the  draft,  or 
significantly  change  the  assumptions 
underlying  this  proposed  critical 
habitat,  then  the  Service  may  propose 
revised  critical  habitat  boundaries. 

Adjustments  to  Legally  Described 
Boundaries 

The  regulations  require  that  the 
Service  define  *  *  *  “by  specific  limits 
using  reference  points  and  lines  as 
found  on  standaM  topographic  maps” 
those  areas  proposed  for  critical  habitat 
designation  (50  CFR  424.12  (c)).  After 
selecting  DWMAs  as  the  starting  point, 
the  Service  made  several  types  of 
adjustments.  To  facilitate  legal 
definition,  critical  habitat  unit 
boundaries  were  adjusted  to  adjacent 
section  lines,  depending  upon  the 
amount  and  quality  of  habitat  within  the 
adjacent  sections.  The  boundaries 
generally  follow  the  4,100*foot  elevation 
contour  line.  When  adjacent  to  cities  or 
towns,  critical  habitat  boundaries  were 
drawn  on  ^  or  Vt  section  lines  to 
remove  as  much  imsuitable  habitat  as 
possible. 

In  addition  to  adjusting  DWMA 
boundaries  to  meet  the  requirements  to 
define  critical  habitat  boundaries,  the 


Service  made  other  changes.  Some 
proposed  critical  habitat  imits  represent 
more  precisely  described  desert  tortoise 
habitat  within  the  DWMA  boimdary, 
and  thus,  encompass  a  much  smaller 
area.  For  example,  portions  of  DWMAs 
were  not  included  in  critical  habitat  if 
unsuitable  habitat  was  identifiable  on 
available  maps  and  the  exclusion  would 
not  affect  the  size  or  configuration 
recommendations  made  by  the  Draff 
Recovery  Plan.  Conversely,  some  critical 
habitat  ^undaries  were  expanded 
beyond  DWMA  boimdaries  to  include 
additional  habitat  based  on  information 
recently  made  available  to  the  Service. 

In  addressing  the  above  factors,  the 
Service  considered  existing  suitable 
habitat  and  desert  tortoise  populations 
that  were  not  included  in  existing 
DWMAs  and  areas  where  additional 
protection  should  be  considered  to 
reduce  the  risk  to  recovery.  When 
including  other  areas,  the  Service 
consider^  factors  similar  to  those 
outlined  in  the  Draff  Recovery  Plan  on 
contiguity,  shape,  habitat  quality,  and 
spacing.  Ajreas  with  minimal 
^gmentation  were  selected  over  areas 
with  more  extensive  fragmentation. 

The  desert  tortoise  requires  large, 
contiguous  areas  of  habitat  to  meet  its 
life  requisites.  Human  activities  have 
reduc^  much  of  the  habitat  in  some 
areas  to  small,  fragmented,  and  isolated 
areas  that  are  not  expected  to  support 
viable  populations  over  time.  In  some 
cases,  tnose  areas  were  proposed  as 
critical  habitat  when  they  were  needed 
to  promote  future  development  of  large 
contiguous  habitat  areas  or  serve  as  key 
linkage  areas  with  the  potential  to 
support  desert  tortoises  in  the  future. 

Effects  of  the  Designation 

Total  Acres  Included  in  Critical 
Habitat  The  proposed  designation  of 
critical  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise 
identifies  12  areas  encompassing  a  total 
of  approximately  6.6  million  acres. 
Based  on  biological  connectivity  and  to 
encourage  consistent  management 
across  State  lines  and  management 
boundaries,  portions  of  the  Piute- 


Eldorado  (Nevada)  and  Fenner 
(California)  DWMAs  were  combined 
into  a  single  critical  habitat  unit  (Piute- 
Eldorado).  Three  critical  habitat  imit 
boundaries  span  more  than  one  State — 
Piute-Eldorado  (California  and  Nevada), 
Gold  Butte-Pakoon  (Nevada  and 
Arizona),  and  Beaver  Dam  Slope 
(Nevada,  Arizona,  and  Utah).  The 
Service  proposes  eight  critical  habitat 
units  totaling  4,776,700  acres  in 
California;  four  xmits  totaling  1,314,000 
acres  in  Nevada;  two  units  totaling 
137,200  acres  in  Utah;  and  two  units 
totaling  417,400  acres  in  Arizona.  Table 
1  provides  a  breakout  by  State  of  the 
approximate  acreage  in  each  proposed 
critical  habitat  imit.  The  proposed 
critical  habitat  includes  4,995,400  acres 
of  BLM  land,  247,400  acres  of  military 
lands,  and  151,200  acres  of  National 
Park  ^rvice  land  (Table  2).  The  totals 
in  Table  2  include  all  Federal,  State, 
private,  and  Tribal  lands  within  the 
proposed  critical  habitat  units. 

Table  1.— Approximate  Acreages 
OF  Proposed  Critical  Habitat 
FOR  THE  Desert  Tortoise  by 
Critical  Habitat  Unit 

[Figures  are  rounded  to  the  nearest  hundred] 


Critical  habitat  unit 

Acres 

California; 

Chenrwhuevi . 

937.400 
1,022,600 

518,000 

632.400 

Chuckwalla .  . 

Fremont-Kramer . 

Ivanpah  VaUey  . 

Pinto  Mountains . 

171,700 

Ord-Rodman . 

274,000 

Piute-Eldorado . 

453,800 

Superior-Cronese . 

767,000 

Nevada: 

Beaver  Dam  Slope  . 

87,400 

Gold  Butte-Pakoon  . 

192,300 

Mormon  Mesa . 

504,300 

Piute-Eldorado  . 

530,000 

Utah: 

Beaver  Dam  Slope  . 

74,500 

Upper  Virgin  River . 

62,700 

Arizona: 

Beaver  Dam  Slope  . 

40,800 

Gold  Butte-Pakoon  . 

376,800 

Table  2.— Approximate  Acreage  of  Proposed  Critical  Habitat  for  the  Desert  Tortoise  by  Landownership 

[Rgures  are  rourxjed  to  the  nearest  hurxJred] 


California 

Nevada 

Utah 

Arizona 

Total 

Bureau  of  Land  Management . 

Military  . . 

3,341,500 

1,198,500 

91,400 

364,000 

4,995,400 

247.400 

0 

0 

0 

247,400 

Natkx^  Park  Sendee . 

0 

107,600 

0 

43,600 

151,200 

State  . 

132,900 

0 

28,000 

9,200 

170,100 

Tribal . 

0 

0 

1,600 

0 

1,600 

Private . 

1,054,900 

7,900 

16,100 

600 

1,079,500 

Forest  Service  . 

0 

0 

100 

0 

100 

TOTAL . 

4,776,700 

1,314,000 

137.200 

417,400 

6,645,300 
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Table  2.— Approximate  Acreage  of  Proposed  Critical  Habitat  for  the  Desert  Tortoise  by  Landownership 

Continued 

[Rgures  are  rounded  to  the  nearest  hundred] 


CaUfomia 

Nevada 

Utah 

Arizona 

Total 

Number  of  Critical  Habitat  Units  . 

8 

4 

2 

2 

•12 

*Two  areas  overlap  two  states,  one  area  overlaps  three  states. 


Acreage  totals  for  any  private  or  other 
lands  that  may  be  intermingled  within 
the  proposed  critical  habitat  xmits  were 
not  included  in  the  totals  if  the  areas 
were  not  large  enough  to  be  identified 
through  the  geographic  information 
system  (GIS).  Developed  areas,  such  as 
towns,  airports,  roads,  dry  lakes,  and 
water  bodies  are  not  proposed  for 
designation  as  critical  habitat  even  if 
physically  situated  within  the 
boimdaries  of  proposed  critical  habitat 
units,  because  they  will  never  contain 
primary  constituent  elements.  If 
possible,  the  acreage  totals  were 
adjusted  to  reflect  their  exclusion. 
However,  in  some  cases,  it  was  not 
possible  to  physically  remove  these 
acres  from  the  total  acreage  figures. 
Much  of  the  private  land  included  in 
the  proposed  boundaries  results  from 
checkerboard  land  ownership  along 
railroads.  The  majority  of  desert 
tortoises  and  suitable  desert  tortoise 
habitat  (i.e.,  for  nesting,  sheltering, 
foraging,  dispersal,  and  gene  flow)  are 
foimd  primarily  on  BLM  lands. 

Management  Aspects  of  Critical  Habitat 

The  Service’s  intent  in  proposing 
critical  habitat  is  to  provide  habitat  that 
contains  primary  constituent  elements 
in  sufficient  quantities  to  maintain 
viable  populations  of  desert  tortoises 
within  the  six  recovery  vmits.  This 
proposal  will  help  reduce  the  risk 
associated  with  the  near-term  reduction 
in  desert  tortoise  numbers  and 
cumulative  loss  of  habitat  anticipated 
from  on-going  management  plans. 
Critical  habitat  offers  additional 
protection  through  section  7,  but  it  does 
not  replace  the  management 
recommendations  provided  by  the  Draft 
Recovery  Plan.  Designation  of  critical 
habitat  will,  however,  provide 
regulatory  protection  and  help  retain 
options  until  long-term  conservation 
plans  are  accepted  and  fully 
implemented. 

Although  critical  habitat  is  not 
intended  as  a  management  or 
conservation  plan,  association  with  the 
Draft  Recovery  Plan  leaves  the 
perception  that  critical  habitat  is  a  form 
of  that  plan.  The  Draft  Recovery  Plan, 
critical  habitat,  and  other  conservation 
processes  are  working  with  the  same 


land  base  containing  the  same  specific 
locations  of  desert  tortoise  populations 
within  recovery  units;  it  is  therefore 
inevitable  that  these  processes  overlap. 
Critical  habitat  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  of  the  I^ft  Recovery 
Plan  because  it  lays  out  a  framework  for 
identifying  and  evaluating  habitat  that  is 
founded  on  scientific  principles. 
Designation  of  critical  habitat  does  not 
offer  specific  direction  for  managing 
desert  tortoise  habitat.  That  type  of 
direction,  as  well  as  any  change  in 
direction,  will  come  through 
administration  of  other  facets  of  the  Act 
(e.g.,  section  7.  section  10,  and  recovery 
plcmning)  or  through  development  of 
land  management  plans  addressing  the 
desert  tortoise. 

The  Service  expects  that  Federal  and 
non-Federal  agencies  will  produce 
biologically  sound,  long-term  land 
management  plans  that  contrihute  to 
conservation  of  desert  tortoises. 
Biologically  credible  plans  offer 
opportimities  for  resolving  conflicts 
between  multiple  uses  of  land  and 
desert  tortoise  conservation,  and  then 
offer  a  basis  for  present  and  future  land 
management  decisions.  The  Service  will 
revisit  its  designation  of  critical  habitat 
if  land  management  plans  (e.g.,  resource 
management  plans),  a  final  recovery 
plan,  or  other  conservation  strategies  are 
developed  and  fully  implemented. 

Available  Conservation  Measures 
Section  7— Consultation 

Section  4(b)(8)  of  the  Act  requires,  for 
any  proposed  or  final  regulation  that 
designates  critical  habitat,  a  brief 
description  and  evaluation  of  those 
activities  (public  or  private)  that  may 
adversely  modify  such  habitat  or  may  be 
affected  by  such  designation. 
Regulations  found  at  50  CFR  402.02 
define  destruction  or  adverse 
modification  of  critical  habitat  as  a 
direct  or  indirect  alteration  that 
appreciably  diminishes  the  value  of 
critical  habitat  for  both  the  survival  and 
recovery  of  a  listed  species.  Such 
alterations  include,  but  are  not  limited 
to,  alterations  adversely  modifying  any 
of  those  physical  or  biological  features 
that  were  the  basis  for  determining  the 
habitat  to  be  critical. 


Section  7(a)(2)  requires  Federal 
agencies  to  ensure  that  activities  they 
authorize,  fund,  or  carry  out  are  not 
likely  to  destroy  or  adversely  modify 
critical  habitat.  This  Federal 
responsibility  accompanies,  and  is  in 
addition  to,  ^e  requirement  in  section 
7(a)(2)  of  the  Act  that  Federal  agencies 
ensure  their  actions  do  not  jeopardize 
the  continued  existence  of  any  listed 
species.  As  required  by  50  CFR  402.14, 
a  Federal  agency  must  consult  with  the 
Service  if  it  determines  an  action  may 
afreet  a  listed  species  or  critical  habitat. 
Thus,  the  requirement  to  consider 
adverse  modification  of  critical  habitat 
is  an  incremental  section  7 
consideration  above  and  beyond  section 
7  review  to  evaluate  jeopardy  and 
incidental  take  of  the  species. 
Regulations  implementing  this 
interagency  cooperation  provision  of  the 
Act  are  found  at  50  CFR  part  402. 

Conference  on  Current  Activities 

Section  7(a)(4)  of  the  Act  and  50  CFR 
402.10  of  the  regulations  require  Federal 
agencies  confer  with  the  Service  on  any 
action  that  is  likely  to  result  in 
destruction  or  adverse  modification  of 
proposed  critical  habitat.  The  Act 
requires  Federal  agencies  to  reinitiate 
consultation  should  conditions  change 
(e.g.,  if  the  Service  designates  critical 
habitat),  consequently,  some  Federal 
agencies  will  likely  request  conference 
with  the  Service  on  actions,  even 
though  formal  consultation  has  been 
completed.  Conference  reports  provide 
conservation  recommendations  to  assist 
the  agency  in  eliminating  conflicts  that 
may  be  caused  by  the  proposed  action. 
The  conservation  recommendations  in  a 
conference  report  are  advisory 
recommendations. 

If  an  agency  requests,  and  the  Service 
concrua,  the  Service  may  issue  a  formal 
conference  report.  Formal  conference 
reports  on  proposed  critical  habitat 
contain  a  biological  opinion  that  is 
prepared  according  to  50  CFR  402.14,  as 
if  critical  habitat  were  designated.  The 
Service  may  adopt  the  formal 
conference  report  as  the  biological 
opinion  when  the  critical  habitat  is 
designated,  if  no  significant  information 
or  changes  in  the  action  alter  the 
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content  of  the  opinion  (see  50  CFR 
402.10(d)). 

Examples  of  Proposed  Actions 

A  number  of  Federal  agencies  or 
departments  fund,  authorize,  or  carry 
out  actions  that  ah»ct  lands  that  the 
Service  proposes  to  designate  as  critical 
habitat.  Among  these  agencies  are  BLM, 
Department  of  Defense,  Bureau  of 
Mines.  Corps  of  Engineers.  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
National  Park  Service.  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  and  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development. 
Federal  agencies  and  the  Service  are 
currently  consulting  on  numerous 
activities  proposed  within  the  range  of 
the  desert  toitfnse.  These  activities 
include  Federal  land  management 
plans;  BLM  livestock  grazing  operations; 
road,  trail,  and  utility  construction  and 
maintenance;  mining  plans  of  operation; 
land  sales,  leases,  and  exchanges; 
Federal  housing  loans;  BLM  recreation 
and  public  purpose  leases;  permits  for 
OHV  activities;  military  operations; 
sand  and  gravel  operaticms;  rights-of- 
way;  landfills;  and  a  number  of  smaller 
actions.  The  econcHnic  analysis  provides 
more  detedls  on  specific  projects 
affected  by  criticd  habitat  designaticm. 

The  Service  expects  that  proposed 
actions  that  are  inconsistent  with  land 
management  recommendations  for 
DWMA’s  in  the  Draft  Recovery  Plan 
would  likely  be  considered  to  adversely 
modify  critical  habitat  constituent 
elements.  Thus,  livestock  ^zing  and 
OHV  activities  would  likely  result  in 
destruction  or  adverse  modification  of 
critical  habitat,  because  such  activities 
preclude  the  development  of  large, 
contiguous  blocks  of  habitat.  Proposed 
actions  that  are  consistent  with  the 
recommendations  within  the  Draft 
Recovery  Plan  would  not  be  likely  to 
result  in  destruction  or  adverse 
modification  of  critical  habitat 

Areas  proposed  for  designation  as 
critical  habitat  support  a  number  of 
existing  and  proposed  commercial  and 
non-commercial  activities.  Ck)mmercial 
activities  that  may  affect  proposed 
desert  tortoise  critical  habitat  include, 
but  are  not  limited  to.  livestock  grazing, 
sand  and  gravel  extraction,  mining. 
OHV  activities,  military  operations, 
landfills,  rights-of-way,  and  utility 
corridors. 

For  some  actions,  the  Service  may 
propose  minor  modifications  to  the 
project  design  that  may  avoid  adverse 
modification  of  critical  habitat.  In  the 
case  of  a  proposed  upgrade  of  a 
powerline  ri^t-of-way  corridor,  for 
example,  the  Service  may  recommend 
tliat  the  corridor  be  expanded  on  one 


side  of  the  existing  conidOT  versus  the 
other  side  to  avoid  impacts  to  habitat 
where  the  primary  constituent  elements 
are  of  higher  quality.  For  projects  that 
may  result  in  more  severe  impacts, 
substantial  project  changes  may  be 
necessary.  The  Service  would  propose 
reasonable  and  prudent  alternatives  to 
the  agency’s  proposed  action. 

Reasonable  and  prudent  alternatives,  by 
definition,  would  allow  the  intended 
purpose  of  the  project  to  go  forward 
without  adversely  modifying  critical 
habitat. 

No  reasonable  and  prudent 
alternatives  may  be  available  for  some 
proposed  actions.  In  these  situations, 
the  Service  would  issue  an  adverse 
modification  biological  opinion  with  no 
reasonable  and  prudent  alternatives. 

Commercial  activities  not  likely  to 
destroy  or  adversely  modify  critical 
habitat  include  various  site-specific 
activities  such  as  scenic  tours. 
Conducting  desert  tortoise  surveys  ■ 
would  not  likely  destroy  or  adversely 
modify  critical  habitat.  Non-commercial 
activities  are  largely  associated  with 
recreation  and  are  not  considered  likely 
to  adversely  affect  critical  habitat, 
provided  they  do  not  involve  use  of 
vehicles  off  of  designated  roads.  Such 
activities  include  hiking,  camping, 
hunting,  and  various  activities 
associated  with  nature  appreciation.  In 
certain  critical  habitat  units,  where 
more  intensive  management  is  needed, 
e.g.,  the  proposed  Upper  Viigin  River 
Critical  Habitat  Unit,  the  effects  of 
recreational  activities  will  be  evaluated 
on  a  case-by-case  basis. 

Some  activities  could  be  considered 
to  be  of  benefit  to  desert  tortoise  habitat 
and,  therefore,  would  also  not  be 
expected  to  destroy  or  adversely  modify 
critical  habitat.  Exmnples  of  activities 
that  could  be  of  benefit  to  critical 
habitat  include  protective  measures 
such  as  some  forms  of  fire  suppression 
and  restoration  of  disturbed  areas. 
Further  research  may  support  or  refute 
any  potential  benefits  fanm  such  actions. 
At  this  time,  they  will  be  evaluated  on 
a  case-by-case  basis. 

In  general,  activities  that  do  not 
remove  or  degrade  constituent  elements 
of  habitat  for  desert  tortoises  are  not 
likely  to  destroy  or  adversely  modify 
critical  habitat.  Each  propos^  action 
would  be  examined  pursuant  to  section 
7  of  the  Act  in  relation  to  its  site- 
specific  impacts.  Thus,  proposed 
actions  may  or  may  not  destroy  or 
adversely  modify  critical  habitat, 
depending  on  the  type  and  extent  of  the 
action  and  the  pre-project  condition  of 
the  area  in  relation  to  desert  tortoise 
habitat  needs.  The  involved  Federal 
agencies  can  assist  the  Service  in  its 


evaluation  of  proposed  actions  by 
providing  detailed  information  on  the 
habitat  configuration  of  a  project  area, 
habitat  conditions  of  surrounding  areas, 
and  information  on  known  locations  of 
desert  tortoises. 

The  proposed  designation  of  critical 
habitat  does  not  imply  that  lands 
outside  of  critical  habitat  do  not  play  an 
important  role  in  the  conservation  of  the 
desert  tortoise.  Lands  outside  of  critical 
habitat  are  important  to  providing 
nesting,  sheltering,  foraging,  gene  flow, 
and  dispersal  habitat  for  desert  tortoises. 
Federal  activities  outside  of  critical 
habitat  are  still  subject  to  review  under 
section  7,  if  they  may  affect  the  desert 
tortoise.  The  Service  expects  that 
management  activities  outside  of  critical 
habitat  on  Federal  lands  would  be 
managed  as  recommended  by  a  final 
recovery  plan,  BLM’s  Rangewide  Plan, 
or  other  valid  plans. 

Other  Conservation  Measures:  Non- 
Federal  Lands 

Section  9  of  the  Act  prohibits 
intentional  and  non-intentional  "take” 
of  listed  species  and  applies  to  all 
landowners  regardless  of  whether  or  not 
their  lands  are  within  critical  habitat. 
The  term  “take”,  as  defined  by  the  Act. 
means  to  harass,  harm,  pursue,  hunt, 
shoot,  wound,  kill,  trap,  capture,  or 
collect,  or  to  attempt  to  engage  in  any 
such  conduct.  “Harass"  is  defined  as  an 
intentional  or  negligent  act  or  omission 
that  creates  the  likelihood  of  injury  to 
wildlife  by  annoying  it  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  significantly  disrupt  normal 
behavioral  patterns  which  includes 
breeding,  feeding,  or  sheltering.  “Harm” 
in  the  definition  of  “take”  means  any 
action,  including  habitat  modification, 
which  actually  kills  or  injures  wildlife. 
Such  act  may  include  significant  habitat 
modification  or  degradation  where  it 
actually  kills  or  injures  wildlife  by 
significantly  impairing  essential 
behavioral  patterns,  including  breeding, 
feeding,  or  sheltering  (50  CFR  part  17). 

Section  10(a)(1)(B)  authorizes  the 
Service  to  issue  permits  for  the  taking  of 
listed  species  incidental  to  otherwise 
lawful  activities,  such  as  housing 
development.  Incidental  take  permit 
applications  must  be  support^  by  a 
habitat  conservation  plan  (HCP)  that 
identifies  conservation  measures  that 
the  permittee  agrees  to  implement  to 
conserve  the  species.  A  key  element  of 
the  Service’s  review  of  an  HCP  is  a 
determination  of  the  plan’s  effect  upon 
the  long-term  conservation  of  the 
species.  An  HCP  would  be  approved 
and  a  section  10(a)(1)(B)  permit  issued 
if  it  would  minimize  and  mitigate  the 
impacts  of  the  taking  and  would  not 
appreciably  reduce  die  likelihood  of 


45759 


Federal  Register  /  Vol. 


survival  and  recovery  of  that  species  in 
the  wild. 

Due  to  limited  Federal  involvement, 
the  Service  expects  that  few,  if  any, 
formal  section  7  consultations  would  be 
initiated  for  State  lands  that  are 
included  in  proposed  critical  habitat. 

The  States  are  subject  to  the  “take” 

Srohibitions  imder  section  9  of  the  Act. 
owever,  and  may  enter  into  the  section 
10  HCP  process  where  appropriate. 

Desert  tortoises  occiirring  on  lands 
outside  critical  habitat  boimdaries  are 
still  subject  to  section  9  prohibitions. 

The  Service  envisions  that  the  role  of 
desert  tortoise  habitat  in  the 
conservation  of  the  desert  tortoise  will 
be  addressed  through  section  7,  the  HCP 
process,  the  recovery  planning  process, 
and  other  appropriate  State  and  Federal 
laws.  On  these  lands,  it  is  expected  that 
recovery  goals  will  be  achieved  through 
the  use  of  other  conservation 
mechanisms  available  to  the  Service  and 
other  landowners  (e.g.,  land  exchanges, 
conservation  and  development 
easements). 

Summary  of  Economic  Analysis 

Section  4(b)(2)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
Service  to  designate  critical  habitat  on 
the  basis  of  the  best  scientific  data 
available  and  to  consider  the  economic 
effects  and  other  relevant  impacts  of 
specifying  any  particular  area  as  critical 
habitat.  The  ^cretary  may  exclude 
areas  from  critical  habitat  if  he 
determines  that  the  benefits  of  such 
exclusions  outweigh  the  benefits  of 
specifying  such  areas  as  part  of  the 
critical  habitat,  unless  he  determines, 
based  on  the  best  scientific  and 
commercial  data  available,  that  the 
failure  to  designate  such  areas  as  critical 
habitat  will  result  in  the  extinction  of 
the  species  concerned. 

The  economic  effects  of  designating 
critical  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise  are 
the  incremental  impacts  over  and  above 
those  impacts  that  occurred  as  a  result 
of  implementation  of  management 
plans,  such  as  BLM’s  Rangewide  Plan, 
resource  management  plans,  habitat 
conservation  plans  that  have  already 
been  implemented,  and  previous  events, 
including  the  emergency  listing  of  the 
desert  tortoise  in  August  1989.  The 
economic  analysis  considers  the  critical 
habitat  impacts  to  be  those  incremental 
impacts  that  are  expected  as  a  result  of 
the  critical  habitat  proposal. 

Economics  of  the  Impact  Area 

The  economic  analysis  describes  the 
current  economic  conditions,  prior  to 
designation  of  critical  habitat,  of  the 
region  that  contains  critical  habitat 
units.  Significant  industry  sectors 
within  the  regional  economy  are 
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identified,  and  key  economic  measures 
related  to  employment  and  production 
are  presented.  Demographic,  census, 
and  land  ownership  trends  holding 
economic  consequences  also  are 
identified. 

Detailed  analysis  focuses  on  three 
economic  activities  on  Federal  lands; 
Recreation,  mining,  and  grazing.  Trends 
of  usage  and  economic  production  of 
these  activities  will  be  presented,  as  will 
estimates  of  impacts  to  these  activities, 
from  designation  of  critical  habitat. 

The  re^onal  economy  is  defined  as 
the  coimties  that  contain  critical  habitat 
tmits.  If  any  portion  of  a  critical  habitat 
imit  is  locat^  in  a  county,  the  entire 
county  is  included  in  the  regional 
economy.  The  study  includes  the 
following  counties;  Mohave  County, 
Arizona;  Imperial,  Kem,  Los  Angeles, 
Riverside,  and  San  Bernardino  Counties, 
California;  Clark  and  Lincoln  Counties, 
Nevada;  and  Washington  County.  Utah. 

Benefits 

The  conservation  of  the  desert  tortoise 
and  its  habitat  through  designation  of 
critical  habitat  may  result  in  a  wide 
range  of  benefits.  These  benefits  include 
preservation  of  recreation  and  existence 
values  that  will  increase  the  benefits  for 
most  affected  activities.  Scenic  beauty 
contributes  to  the  quality  of  desert 
recreational  experiences.  Many  of  the 
proposed  areas  are  adjacent  to  or  within 
Wilderness  Study  Areas,  or  in 
designated  Wilderness  Areas.  Habitat 
conservation  will  enhance  the 
wilderness  values  of  these  adjacent  or 
contiguous  areas. 

Many  of  the  resource  services 
provided  by  critical  habitat  are  not 
marketed.  The  lack  of  market  prices 
makes  it  difficult  to  value  them  in  dollar 
terms,  as  compared  to  some  cost 
impacts,  such  as  impacts  to  livestock 
grazing.  As  a  result,  this  analysis 
currently  focuses  on  the  cost  impacts, 
primarily  related  to  livestock  grazing. 

No  comprehensive  estimate  of  the 
benefits  of  designating  critical  habitat  is 
feasible  with  available  data.  Rather,  the 
analysis  provides  a  discussion  of  the 
kinds  of  benefits  that  are  expected  to 
ensue,  with  empirical  data  and 
examples  as  available.  Existence  values 
represent  an  additional  category  of  non¬ 
use  benefit,  albeit  one  that  remains 
difficult  to  measure.  Furthermore,  there 
are  preservation  benefits  that  society 
places  on  endangerrd  species  for  the 
option  of  future  recreational  use.  with 
the  knowledge  that  the  desert  tortoise’s 
natural  ecosystem  exists  and  is 
protected,  and  the  satisfaction  from  its 
bequest  to  future  generations.  Many  of 
these  benefits  are  expected  to  increase 
in  relative  value  over  time.  As  human 
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activities  continue  to  reduce  desert 
ecosystems,  the  remaining  areas  will 
become  less  available  and  more 
valuable.  Habitat  protection  for  the 
desert  tortoise  clearly  benefits  other 
s|}ecies  as  well  as  the  hiunan  use  and 
enjoyment  of  these  species. 

Biodiversity  Benefits 

Designation  of  critical  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise  would  contribute  to  the 
protection  of  the  biotic  diversity  of  the 
arid  Southwest.  The  tortoise’s  habitat 
includes  components  that  make  it  useful 
to  a  variety  of  other  desert  species 
whose  existence  is  enhanced  through 
retention  of  original  characteristics  of 
their  habitat.  Modification  or 
elimination  of  activities  that  would 
adversely  modify  the  natiiral  ecology  of 
the  region  will  conserve  the  desert 
tortoise  as  well  as  other  animal  and 
plant  species. 

Recreational  Use  Benefits 

Direct,  non-consumptive  recreational 
use  of  the  desert  tortoise  (i.e.,  tortoise 
watching)  occurs,  although  it  is  limited 
by  the  desert  tortoise’s  burrowing  habits 
and  its  relatively  dispersed  populations. 
Some  recreational  activities  may  be 
relocated  or  restricted  due  to  critical 
habitat  designation,  particularly  ofi- 
highway-vehicle  use. 

Intrinsic  Values 

Users  and  non-users  of  natural 
resovuces  place  value  on  knowing  that 
resorirces  will  exist  in  the  future. 
Benefits,  which  may  be  substantial, 
reside  in  the  form  of  ensured  future 
existence  and  availability  for  use.  and  in 
the  ability  to  preserve  the  resoiu^  for 
future  generations.  By  designating 
critical  habitat  for  the  desert  tortoise, 
land  managers  will  assiue  the  retention 
of  option  and  bequest  values, 
potentially  providing  benefits  far 
outside  the  designate  habitat  region. 

Economic  Baseline 

In  assessing  the  economic  impacts  of 
the  proposed  critical  habitat,  the  Service 
has  used  the  expected  economic 
situation  consistent  with  restrictions 
that  were  in  place  at  the  time  of 

f)roposing  critical  habitat.  The  principal 
and  use  restrictions  that  were  already 
in  place  were  BLM’s  Management 
Framework  Plans,  Resource 
Management  Plans,  and  habitat 
management  plans;  BLM’s  Rangewide 
Plan;  National  Park  Service  land 
management  policies;  military  land-use 
policies;  and  the  listing  of  the  desert 
tortoise  as  a  threatened  species. 

Management  of  the  desert  tortoise, 
and  curtailment  of  the  activities  that 
threatened  the  species,  began  when  the 
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Desert  Tortoise  Preserre  was  estriiUriied 
in  1973  by  HIM  in  the  Western  Mofave 
Desert  (USFWS  1993b).  The  preserve 
was  expanded  and  formally  designated 
a  Researdi  Natural  Area  as  well  as  an 
Area  of  Critical  Environmental  Ccmcem 
by  1980  (USFWS  1993).  In  1988,  BLM 
published  its  Rangewide  Plan  (Spang  et 
al.  1988),  which  is  based  on  the 
categoiizati(Hi  of  desert  tortoise  habitat 
on  BLM  land  into  three  categories  based 
on:  (1)  Impmtanoe  of  die  habitat  to 
maintaining  viable  populations;  (2) 
resolvability  of  connicts;  (3)  desert 
tortoise  density;  and  (4)  desert  tortoise 
population  status  (sts&le,  increasing,  or 
decreasing).  Category  1  lands  are  dm 
most  important  to  desert  tortoises  for 
STjrvival  and  recovery,  and  category  3 
lands  we  die  least  important.  Tie 
Rangewide  Plan  provides  management 
goals  and  objectives  for  each  form  of 
authorized  multiple  use  within  each  of 
the  categories  on  BLM  land,  including 
livestock  grazing,  roining,  and  OHV 
activities.  All  critical  habitat  units  in 
this  proposed  rule  minimally  include 
category  1  and/or  2  habitats. 
Additionally,  critical  habitat  units 
contain  some  category  3  habitats, 
uncategorized  habitats,  and  lands 
managed  by  other  Federal  entities. 

The  Service  has  assumed  a  distinction 
exists  between  the  exacts  of  listing  the 
species  and  the  incremental  edects  of 
designating  critical  habitat.  The 
diderences  between  listing  and 
designation  of  critical  habitat  vary 
within  each  critical  habitat  unit  based 
on  existing  mana^ment. 

Eight  critical  hwitat  units,  or  portions 
thereof,  are  proposed  in  California 
(Chemehuevi,  Chu(i:walla,  Pinto 
Mountain,  Piute-Eldorado  (includes 
Fenner  DWMA),  Ivanpah,  Fremcmt* 
Kramer,  Ord>Rodman.  and  Supwior- 
Cronese).  All  are  managed  primarily  by 
BLM  according  to  guidrace  provid^  in 
the  California  Des^  Conservatimi  Area 
Plan  of  1980,  as  amended  (Desert  Plan), 
and  the  1992  California  Statewide 
Desert  Tortoise  Management  Policy 
(Tortoise  Management  Policy).  The 
Desert  Plan  defines  four  classes  of  land 
use  with  dideiing  management  goals 
and  prescriptions.  Classes  include 
contrived  use  (wilderness  and  areas 
recommended  for  wilderness),  limited 
use,  moderate  use,  and  intensive  use 
(vehicle  travel  restrictions  range  from 
designated  routes  only  in  limited-use 
areas  to  no  vriiicular  restrictions  in 
intensive  use  areas).  The  Tortoise 
Managemeut  Policy  designates  three' 
categoriM  of  desert  tortmse  habitat  in 
whi^  varying  levels  of  protection  are 
afforded  to  the  desert  tortoise  and  its 
habitat  Additional  management 
guidance  is  provided  in  tiWstock 


allotment  management  plant  (AMPs), 
habitat  management  plans  (HMPs)  for 
desert  tortoises  and  other  wildlife 
species,  the  East  Mojave  National  Scenic 
Area  Plan,  and  management  plans  for 
specific  Areas  of  Critical  Environmental 
Concern  (ACECs). 

The  West  Mojave  Coordinated 
Management  Plan  and  the  Eastern 
Colorado  Desert  HMP  are  BLM 

preparation  tSat  will  have  an  important  • 
effect  on  desert  tortoise  management  in 
California.  The  West  Mojave 
Coordinated  Management  Plan  will  be 
the  basis  for  a  programmatic  section  7 
consultation  for  BLM  activities  in  the 
western  Mojave  Desert  and  may  serve  as 
a  basis  for  habitat  conservation  plan(s) 
for  local  governments  in  the  section 
10(a)(1)(B)  permit  process.  The  Eastern 
Colorado  D^rt  HMP  will  address  all 
BLM  activities  in  the  Chuckwalla  Bench 
area  and  will  provide  a  fi-ainework  for 
a  mogrammatic  section  7  consultation. 

The  proposed  Chuckwalla  Critical 
Habitat  Unit  is  managed  by  BLM  and 
the  Navy  (Chocolate  Mountains  Aerial 
Gimnery  Range).  Parts  of  the  Superior- 
Cronese  area  are  managed  by  the  Army 
(National  Training  Center  at  Fort  Irwin) 
and  the  Navy  (China  Lake  Naval  Air 
Weapons  Station).  The  Fremont-Kramer 
area  includes  a  portion  of  Edwards  Air 
Force  Base. 

Portions  of  the  proposed  Piute- 
Eldorado  and  Ivanpah  Critical  Habitat 
Units  in  California  are  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  East  Mojave  National 
Scenic  Area,  which  affords  special 
protection  to  the  area’s  natural,  scenic, 
and  other  values  (Desert  Plan  1980). 

Several  programmatic  and  other 
biological  opinions  have  resulted  in 
additional  regulation  of  activities  within 
desert  tortoise  habitat  in  California. 
Biological  opinions  have  limited  grazing 
of  sheep  to  category  3  habitats. 
Programmatic  consultations  have  been 
completed  for  land  rise  plans  at  the 
Naval  Air  Weapons  Station  and  the 
Rand-Fremont  Valley  areas.  The  Service 
has  also  completed  a  biological  opinion 
concerning  the  on-going  mission  for  the 
Army’s  National  Training  Center  at  Fort 
Irwin.  Programmatic  cmisultations  also 
exist  that  define  standard  terms  and 
conditions  for  mining  operations 
disturbing  less  than  10  acres,  for  non¬ 
competitive  vehicle  races,  such  as  poker 
runs,  which  occur  on  designated  routes 
in  some  desert  tortoise  areas,  and  for  the 
four  OHV  management  areas  within  the 
western  Mojave  Desert 

The  Service  and  BLM  are  currently 
developing  a  programmatic  approach  to 
long-term  pipeline  maintenance.  The 
Service  and  the  Navy  are  also  informally 
consulting  on  a  programmatic 


consultation  for  training  activities  at  the 
Marine  Corps  Air  Ground  Combat 
Center  (MCAGCC)  and  within  the 
Chocolate  Mountains  Aerial  Gunnery 
Range. 

In  Nevada,  the  majority  of  the  desert 
tortoise  habitat  is  managed  by  BLM 
under  the  Clark  Coimty  Management 
Framework  Plan.  The  Stateline  Resource 
Area  of  the  Las  Vegas  District  has 
prepared  a  draft  Rmource  Management 
Plan  that  proposes  designation  of 
ACECs  for  desert  tortoises;  however, 
this  document  has  not  yet  been 
finalized.  Livestock  grazing  in  Nevada  is 
restricted  to  the  period  of  Jime  15  to 
March  1.  in  accordance  with  BLKTs 
proposed  livestock  grazing  program  and 
the  Service’s  biological  opinion  that 
analyzed  that  proposal.  However,  as  of 
this  date,  BLM's  decision  to  implement 
this  seasonal  restriction  has  been  stayed 
by  an  Administrative  Law  Judge.  In 
southern  Clark  Coimty,  portions  of  the 
proposed  Piute-Eldorado  Critical 
Habitat  Unit  are  also  managed  by  the 
National  Park  Service  (Lake  Mead 
National  Recreation  Area). 

In  1991,  the  Piute-Eldorado  Valley 
was  established  as  a  Tortoise 
Management  Area  (TMA),  as  mitigation 
for  the  incidental  t^e  of  desert  tortoises 
in  the  Las  Vegas  Valley,  pursuant  to 
section  10(a)(1)(B)  of  the  Act.  The  Short- 
Term  Habitat  Conservation  Plan  for  the 
Desert  Tortoise  in  the  Las  Vegas  Valley. 
Clark  County,  Nevada  (Regional 
Environmental  Consultants  1991b). 
which  described  this  mitigation, 
provides  land-use  control  measures  for 
this  area.  These  measures  include 
prohibition  of  competitive  and 
commercial  events,  except  in  some 
portions  of  Eldorado  Valley,  placing 
livestock  grazing  areas  into  nonuse 
status,  and  designation  of  roads  and 
trails. 

The  majority  of  tlie  lands  within  the 
Gold  Butte-Pakoon  and  Beaver  Dam 
Slope  Critical  Habitat  Units  in  Arizona 
are  managed  by  BLM  under  the  Arizona 
Strip  Management  Plan.  This  plan 
designated  the  Beaver  Dam  Slope  Area 
of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  and 
includes  management  prescriptions 
designed  to  minimize  impacts  to  desert 
tortoises  and  their  habitat.  All  desert 
tortoise  habitat  in  Arizona  is  within  the 
area  managed  by  the  Virgin  River- 
PakocHi  Basin  Habitat  Management  Plan, 
a  cooperative  Sikes  Act  document 
written  by  BLM  and  the  Arizona  Game 
and  Fish  Department.  Additionally, 
desert  tortoise  habitat  occurring  in 
wilderness  areas  in  Arizona  is  managed 
according  to  the  Paiute-Beaver  Dam 
Wilderness  Management  Plan  and  the 
Grand  Wash  Cliffs  Wilderness 
Management  Plan.  Grazing  is 
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administered  according  to  the  Cedar 
Wash,  Highway,  Beaver  Dam  Slope, 
Mormon  Well,  Littlefield  Commimity, 
Mesquite  Commimity,  Moaby-Nay, 
Pakoon  Springs,  Pakoon,  Cottonwood, 
Mud  and  Cane,  and  Tassi  Allotment 
Management  Plans.  In  addition  to 
prescriptions  set  forth  in  these  allotment 
management  plans,  a  Service  biological 
opinion  on  livestock  grazing  limit^ 
g^ing  to  the  period  from  Jime  1  to 
March  15. 

In  Utah,  the  proposed  Beaver  Dam 
Slope  Critical  Habitat  Unit  is  primarily 
managed  by  BLM.  This  Critical  Habitat 
Unit  includes  a  35-square-mile  area 
designated  as  critical  habitat  for  the 
desert  tortoise.  In  the  Castle  Cli% 
allotment,  a  3,040-acre  exclosure 
encompassing  the  historic  Woodbury- 
Hardy  study  area  and  several  other 
important  tortoise  shelter  site  areas  was 
established  to  serve  as  a  natural  study 
area  to  enhance  the  tortoise  population. 
However,  the  exclosure  was  never 
completely  operational  or  elective  in 
eliminating  grazing  in  the  area.  BLM 
reduced  the  exclosiue  to  1,500  acres, 
where  grazing  was  completely  excluded. 
The  Di^e  Resource  Area  developed  a 
resource  management  plan-  for  the  area, 
but  the  final  dociunent  was  rejected  and 
the  process  has  been  reinitiate. 
Currently,  BLM  management  in  the 
Beaver  Dam  Slope  Critical  Habitat  Unit 
is  conducted  under  the  Habitat 
Management  Plan  adopted  in  1980. 

BLM  and  State  of  Utah  are  the 
primary  managers  of  the  proposed 
Upper  Virgin  Kver  Critical  Habitat  Unit. 
Smaller  amounts  of  habitat  are  owned 
by  private  entities  and  by  the  Paiute 
Indians.  Several  consultations  have 
been  initiated  regarding  grazing, 
housing  development,  horse  racing,  and 
energy  pipeline  developments,  for 
whi^  the  Service  has  prepared  draft 
biological  opinions.  AIm,  Washington 
Coimty  is  pursiiing  development  of  a 
habitat  conservation  plan  for  the  area 
encompassing  the  proposed  Upper 
Virgin  River  Critical  Habitat  Unit,  and 
the  Service  is  providing  guidance  for 
development  of  this  plan.  BLM  is 
pursuing  land  exchanges  with  the  State 
of  Utah  for  consdlidation  of  desert 
tortoise  habitat  within  the  proposed 
Upper  Virgin  River  Critical  Hahitat  Unit 
for  ease  of  management  and  for  long¬ 
term  conservation  of  the  desert  tortoise 
and  other  desert  species.  BLM  Dixie 
Resource  Area  is  currently  preparing  a 
Resource  Management  Plan  to  guide 
land  management  on  BLM  lands 
encompassing  the  proposed  Upper 
Virgin  River  Critical  Habitat  Unit. 
Because  of  the  area’s  small  size  and  its 
proximity  to  an  expanding  urban 
population  canter,  the  Se^ce  has 


maintained  that  any  significant  losses  of 
habitat  within  this  area  would 
jeopardize  the  continued  existence  of 
desert  tortoises  within  the  Upper  Virgin 
River  Recovery  Unit. 

Economic  Effects 

The  economic  effects  resulting  firom 
the  prohibition  of  adverse  modification 
of  critical  habitat  by  section  7  of  the  Act 
(effects  above  those  of  listing  and  other 
land  management  decisions)  are  the 
subject  of  ^e  economic  analysis.  The 
economic  analysis  identifies  and 
quantifies,  as  feasible,  added  probable 
costs  and  benefits  that  may  result  from 
critical  habitat  designation  for  the  desert 
tortoise.  Economic  effects  are  the  costs 
or  benefits  to  society  of  precluding  or 
limiting  specific  land  uses.  Economic 
costs  and  benefits  to  society  are  defined 
as  the  changes  in  economic  rents  and 
consumer  surpluses  expected  to  be 
derived  firom  the  land  area  under 
consideration,  with  and  without  its 
designation  as  critical  habitat.  The 
economic  analysis  also  considers 
regional  economic  impacts.  Economic 
impacts  are  the  employment  and 
revenue  consequences  of  critical  habitat 
designation  on  local  economies. 

Known  or  potential  mineral  resources 
within  proposed  critical  habitat  areas 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  silver, 
gold,  uranium,  gallium,  copper, 
gypsum,  sand  and  gravel,  and  oil  and 
gas.  Most  of  the  proposed  critical  habitat 
areas  are  covered  with  active  mining 
claims,  although  a  very  small  percentage 
of  these  have  had  plans  of  operations 
filed  and  are  actudly  disturbed.  Fees 
must  be  paid  to  maintain  these  claims 
starting  in  September  1993;  therefore, 
many  claims  may  expire.  Most  current 
mining  activities  within  proposed 
critical  habitat  have  been  subject  to 
section  7  consultation  between  BLM 
and  the  Service.  Designation  of  critical 
habitat  may  increase  costs  of  mitigation 
required  for  future  proposed  projects 
above  those  incurred  prior  to 
designation,  due  to  rerouting  access  to 
sites  and  site  reclamation.  In  instances 
of  mining  projects  that  may  significantly 
destroy  and  fiiagment  critical  habitat,  the 
Service  may  determine  that  such 
projects  adversely  modify  critical 
habitat,  and  that  no  reasonable  or 
prudent  alternatives  are  available.  In 
such  cases,  the  Federal  a^ncy  or  the 
applicant  may  request  an  exemption 
under  section  7(e)  of  the  Act.  Tliere  may 
be  some  economic  impact  to  Federal 
land  managing  agencies  due  to 
increased  costs  of  evaluation  and 
monitoring  of  project  proposals.  The 
Service  is  unaware  of  any  proposed 
mineral  development  projects  within 


proposed  critical  habitat  that  are 
reasonably  certain  to  occur. 

Recreational  activities  within 
proposed  critical  habitat  areas  include 
hiking;  camping;  hunting;  nature 
appr^ation;  rock  hounmng;  rock 
climbing;  survival  training;  mountain 
bicycling;  horseback  riding;  jeep  tours; 
and  off-Ughway  travel  by  motorcycles, 
4-wheel-<Lrive  vehicles,  and  buggies. 

Both  comihercial  and  non-commercial 
events  occur  in  these  areas.  Most 
activities  have  been  previously 
restricted  by  implementation  of  various 
lend  management  plans  and  through 
completed  section  7  consultations.  In 
many  areas  proposed  for  critical  habitat, 
recreational  travel  has  already  been 
restricted  to  designated  roads  and  trails. 
In  accordance  with  BLM’s  Rangewide 
Plan,  most  commercial  off-highway 
races  and  endurance  events  have 
already  been  excluded  firom  category  1 
and  2  habitats.  Some  additional 
economic  impact  may  occur  to 
recreational  activities  that  are  within 
critical  habitat  that  have  not  been 
previously  restricted.  The  economic 
impacts  to  these  activities  will  primarily 
be  the  cost  impact  of  displacing  them  to 
other  areas. 

Cattle  and  sheep  grazing  occur 
throughout  much  of  the  range  of  the 
desert  tortoise.  In  addition,  grazing  by 
feral  horses  and  burros  occurs  in  several 
proposed  critical  habitat  areas.  Cattle 
and  sheep  grazing  have  been  subject  to 
review  under  section  7  of  the  Act 
throughout  the  range  of  the  desert 
tortoise.  Most  of  the  proposed  critical 
habitat  areas  have  been  placed  under 
seasonal  restricticm.  Removal  of  cattle, 
sheep,  horses,  and  burros  firom  critical 
habitat  would  have  an  additional 
incremental  economic  impact  to  lease 
holders  and  administering  Federal  land 
managing  agencies. 

A  portion  of  proposed  critical  habitat 
includes  Department  of  Defense  lands 
administered  by  the  Departments  of  the 
Navy,  Air  Force.  Army,  and  Marine 
Corps.  Critical  habitat  areas  are  used  by 
these  agencies  for  weapons  system 
testing,  weapons  training,  overflight 
training,  tank  maneuvers,  infantry 
training,  aerial  bombardment, 
paratrooper  operations,  artillery 
bombardment,  explosive  ordnance 
disposal,  and  radar  and  communication 
facilities.  Many  of  these  activities 
already  have  been  subject  to  section  7 
consultation;  additional  restrictions  and 
mitigation  will  likely  be  required  in 
some  areas  designated  as  critical  habitat. 
Some  activities  or  plans  may  be 
required  to  be  displaced  to  other  areas. 
The  economic  impact  of  such 
displacement  may  depend  on  the 
availability  of  areas  on  existi  ig  military 
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lands  or  elsewhere  that  can  meet  the 
intended  needs  of  these  Defense 
agencies. 

Many  of  the  proposed  critical  habitat 
areas  include  intermixed  Federal,  State, 
or  private  lands.  Thus,  access  to  private 
or  State  lands  may  require  permits  for 
rights^f-way  across  Federal  lands.  In 
ad^tion,  utility  rights-of-way  are 
common  throughout  these  proposed 
areas  and  new  corridors  are  proposed  or 
expected.  Existing  rights-of-way  will  not 
be  affected  by  designation  of  critical 
habitat.  FuUire  rights-of-way  will  be 
reviewed  through  section  7 
consultations.  Although  many  rights-of- 
way  and  utihty  corridors  already  require 
habitat  restoration,  this  level  and 
frequency  will  likely  increase  with 
designation  of  critic^  habitat. 

FMeral  land  sales,  leases,  and 
exchanges  resulting  in  loss  of  critical 
habitat  6t>m  Federal  ownership  would 
likely  adversely  modify  critical  habitat 
if  the  disposed  lands  contained  primary 
constituent  elements.  Whether  or  not 
specific  sales,  leases,  or  exchanges,  such 
as  the  proposed  Ward  Valley  low-level 
nuclear  waste  disposal  site,  would 
adversely  modify  critical  habitat  would 
be  determined  during  section  7 
consultation.  The  Service  cannot 
predetermine  the  outcome  of  such 
consultation,  but  the  economic  effects  of 
precluding  any  known  proposed 
projects  are  assessed  in  the  economic 
analysis.  Some  private  lands  within  the 
critical  habitat  boundaries  may  be 
proposed  for  development  and  require 
Federal  loan  guarantees  or  other  Federal 
permits.  These  projects  may  adversely 
modify  critical  habitat;  thus,  the  Federal 
fundi^  or  approval  may  be  affected  by 
critical  habitat. 

Effect  on  State  and  Private  Lands 

Impacts  of  critical  habitat  designation 
may  occur  on  State  or  private  lands 
where  there  is  a  Federal  involvement 
(e.g..  Federal  funding,  permitting,  etc.) 
subject  to  section  7  of  the  Act.  Impacts 
on  State  or  private  entities  may  also 
result  if  the  decision  on  a  proposed 
action  in  federally  owned  critical 
habitat,  such  as  a  right-of-way  permit, 
could  affect  economic  activity  on 
adjoining  non  Federal  land.  &ch  action 
would  be  evaluated  by  the  Federal 
agency  under  section  7  in  relation  to  its 
site-specific  impact  and  desert  tortoise 
habitat  needs. 

Balancing  Process  and  Criteria 

Secticm  4(b)(2)  of  the  Act  authorizes 
the  Secretary  to  exclude  areas  from 
critical  habitat  if  the  benefits  of 
exclusim  outweigh  the  benefits  of 
inclusion,  provided  that  the  exclusion 
would  not  result  in  the  extinction  of  the 


species.  Following  receipt  of  additional 
economic  cost  and  benefit,  and  other 
relevant  impact  information,  the  Service 
will  evaluate  proposed  critical  habitat 
boxmdaries  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  If 
specific  areas  are  identified  where  the 
impacts  are  costly,  the  Service  will 
evaluate  the  biolo^cal  needs  of  the 
desert  tortoise  within  that  particular 
area.  Following  this  two-staged 
evaluation,  the  Service  may  revise 
critical  habitat  boundaries. 

Public  Comments  Solicited 

The  Service  intends  that  any  final 
action  resulting  from  this  proposal  will 
be  as  accurate  and  effective  as  possible. 
Consequently,  the  Service  used  the  most 
current  data  available  to  evaluate  habitat 
for  consideration  as  critical  habitat. 
Therefore,  comments  or  suggestions 
from  the  public,  governmental  agencies, 
Indian  Nations,  the  scientific 
commimity,  industry,  and  any  other 
interested  party  concerning  tMs 
proposed  rule  are  hereby  solicited. 
Comments  particularly  are  sought 
concerning: 

(1)  The  reasons  why  any  habitat 
(either  existing  or  additional  areas) 
should  or  should  not  be  determined  to 
be  critical  habitat  as  provided  by  section 
4  of  the  Act; 

(2)  Information  regarding  actions  that 
should  be  considered  necessary  to 
achieve  recovery  of  the  desert  tortoise 
and  the  conditions  that  might  allow  it 
to  be  removed  from  the  list  of 
endangered  and  threatened  wildlife  and 
plants  (Federal  agencies  should  include 
information  on  the  relation  of  the 
proposal  to  existing  or  expected  land 
manaeement  plans); 

(3)  Specific  information  on  the 
amount  and  distribution  of  suitable 
desert  tortoise  habitat  and  numbers  and 
distribution  of  desert  tortoises  by 
landowner  and  land  designation  (all 
land-management  agencies  or  affected 
parties  should  provide  updated 
information  and  maps); 

(4)  Specific  information  on  the  ability 
or  values  of  proposed  areas  to  support 
other  listed,  proposed,  or  candidate 
species  and  the  relation  of  this  proposal 
to  maintaining  biodiversity  and 
ecosystem  integrity; 

(5)  Current  or  planned  activities  in  the 
subject  area  and  their  possible  impacts 
on  proposed  critical  habitat; 

(6)  Any  foreseeable  economic  or  other 
impacts  resulting  &t)m  the  proposed 
desimation  of  critical  habitat; 

(7)  Economic  values  associated  with 
benefits  of  designating  critical  habitat 
for  the  desert  tortoise  (such  benefits 
include  those  derived  from  non¬ 
consumptive  uses  (e.g.,  hiking,  camping, 
bird  watching),  enhanced  watershea 


protection,  improved  air  quality, 
increased  soil  retention,  "existence 
values,"  and  reductions  in 
administrative  costs);  and 

(8)  The  methodology  the  Service 
might  use,  under  section  4(b)(2)  of  the 
Act,  in  determining  if  the  benefits  of 
excluding  an  area  from  critical  habitat 
outweigh  the  benefits  of  specifying  the 
area  as  critical  habitat. 

Public  Hearings 

Section  4(b)(5)(e)  of  the  Act  requires 
that  a  public  hearing  be  held,  if 
requested,  within  45  days  of  a  proposed 
rule.  As  indicated  under  “DATES”  and 
“ADDRESSES,”  the  Service  has  scheduled 
three  public  hearings  on  this  proposal 
due  to  the  anticipated  number  of 
requests  for  such  hearings. 

Parties  wishing  to  make  statements  for 
the  record  should  bring  a  copy  of  their 
statement  to  the  hearing.  In  anticipation 
of  the  large  number  of  parties  at  each 
hearing,  oral  statements  will  be  limited 
to  3  minutes.  There  are  no  limits  on  the 
length  of  the  written  statement 
presented  at  the  hearing  or  subsequently 
submitted  for  the  record.  Written 
comments  will  be  accepted  firom  any 
party  until  the  close  of  the  comment  • 
period  (see  "DATES”).  Written 
submissions  will  be  given  the  same 
weight  and  consideration  as  oral 
comments  presented  at  any  hearing. 

The  Service  will  publish  a  final 
decision  on  this  issue  by  December  15, 
1993.  The  final  decision  on  this 
proposed  designation  of  critical  habitat 
will  take  into  consideration  the 
comments  and  any  additional 
information  received  by  the  Service. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

The  Service  has  determined  that  an 
Environmental  Assessment,  as  defined 
under  the  authority  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
regulations  adopted  pursuant  to  section 
4(a)  of  the  Act.  A  notice  outlining  the 
Service’s  reasons  for  this  determination 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  October  25. 1983  (48  FR  49244). 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  and 
Executive  Order  12291 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  designation  of  critical 
habitat  for  this  species  will  not 
constitute  a  major  rule  under  Executive 
Order  12291.  The  Service  has 
determined  that  a  significant  economic 
effect  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  does  not  exist  under  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  601 
et  seq.).  Based  on  the  information 
discussed  in  this  rule  concerning  public 
projects  and  private  activities  within 
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critical  habitat  units,  significant 
econcnnic  impacts  will  not  result  from 
the  critical  h^itat  designation.  Also,  no 
direct  costs,  enforcement  costs, 
informaticHi  collection,  or  refx>rdkeeping  ' 
requirements  are  imposed  on  small 
entities  by  this  designation.  Further,  the 
rule  contains  no  recordkeeping 
requirements  as  defined  by  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980. 

References  Cited 

A  complete  list  of  all  references  cited 
herein  is  available  upon  reouest  from 
the  Field  Supervisor,  Nevada  Field 
Office  (see  ADDRESSES  section). 

Author* 

The  primary  authcn*  of  this  rule  and 
its  associated  critical  habitat  luiit  maps 
are  Sheryl  L.  Barrett,  Christine  Mullen, 
Mark  Malay,  Michael  Burroughs,  and 
David  L.  Harlow,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Nevada  Field  Office,  (see 
ADDRESSES  section);  )ames  Rorabaugh 
and  Tim  MacGillvray,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Ventura  Field  Office; 
Martlet  Zablan,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Utah  State  Office;  James  Slack, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Arizona 
Field  Office;  Arthur  Davenport,  U.S. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Carlsbad 
Field  Office;  Al  Pfister,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Portland,  Oregon;  and 
Dirk  Draper,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  National  Ecology  Research 
Center,  Ft.  Collins,  Colorado. 

List  of  Sul^acts  in  SO  CFR  Part  17 
.  Endangered  and  threatened  species. 
Exports,  Imports,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements,  and 
Transportation. 

Proposed  Regulation  Promulgation 

Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  proposed  to 
amend  part  17,  subchapter  B  of  chapter 
I,  title  50  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  as  set  forth  below: 

PART  17— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  17 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  16  U.S.Q  1361-1407;  16  U.S.C. 
1531-1544;  16  U.S.Q  4201-4245;  Pub.  L.  99- 
625, 100  Stat.  3500,  unless  otherwise  noted. 

117.96  [Amandad] 

2.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  17.95(c) 
by  removing  the  critical  habitat  of  the 
Beaver  Dam  Slope  population  of  the 
desert  tortoise  and  adding  the  following 
new  critical  habitat  of  the  desert  tortoise 
(Gophenis  agassirJi)  to  read  as  follows: 

117.96  Critical  HabHat-4ish  and  wikUHo. 
***** 

(c)*  *  * 

***** 


Deaert  Tortoiae  Mojave  Population 

(Gopherus  agassizit) 

Index  map  follows: 


California.  Areas  of  land  as  follows: 

1.  Fremont-Kramer  Unit.  Kem,  Los 
Angeles,  and  San  Bernardino  Counties. 
From  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Maps:  Victorville  1978  and  Cuddeback 
Lake  1978.  (Index  map  location  A). 

Mt.  Diablo  Meridian:  T.  29  S.,  R.  39  E., 
secs.  13, 14,  22-26, 35,  and  36;  T.  29  S.,  R. 

40  E.,  secs.  12-33;  T.  29  S.,  R.  41  E.,  secs. 

7,  8, 17-20,  27-30,  and  32-36;  T.  30  S..  R. 

38  E.,  secs.  24-28, 35,  and  36;  T.  30  S.,  R. 

39  E.,  secs.  1-36  except  secs.  3-5;  T.  30  S., 

R.  40  E.,  secs.  4-9,  and  13-36,  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  13, 14,  and  23  lying 
northwesterly  of  the  Randsburg-Mojave  Road; 
T.  30  S.,  R.  41  E.,  secs.  1-36,  except  secs.  5- 

8,  and  20  and  that  portion  of  secs.  17  and  18 
lying  easterly  of  U.S.  Highway  395;  T.  30  S., 

R.  42  E..  secs.  7-10. 15-22,  and  27-34;  T.  31 

S. ,  R.  40  E.,  secs.  1  and  6,  except  that  portion 
of  sec.  6  lying  southeasterly  of  the 
Randsbxug-Mojave  Road;  T.  31  S.,  R.  41  E., 
secs.  1-17,  2D-29,  and  32-36,  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  20,  29  and  32  lying  westerly 
of  U.S.  Highway  395;  T.  31  S.,  R.  42  E.,  secs. 

3- 10, 15-22,  and  27-34;  T.  32  S.,  R.  41  E., 
secs.  1-4,  9-16,  21-28,  and  34-36,  except 
that  portion  of  secs.  4,  9, 16,  21,  27,  28,  and 
34  lying  westerly  of  U.S.  Highway  395;  T.  32 
S.,  R.  42  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  32  S.,  R.  43  E.,  secs. 

4- 9, 16-21,  and  26-33. 

Sw  Bernardino  Meridian:  T.  7  N.,  R.  5  W„ 
secs.  2-11,  and  14-18,  except  that  portion  of 
sec.  18,  lying  west  of  U.S.  Highway  395;  T. 

7  N.,  R.  6  W.,  secs.  1-6, 12,  and  13,  except 
that  portion  of  secs.  1, 12,  and  13  lying 
westerly  of  U.S.  Highway  395;  T.  7  N.,  R.  7 
W.,  secs.  1-6;  T.  7  N.,  R.  8  W.,  secs.  1-4;  T. 

8  N.,  R.  4  W.,  secs.  6,  7,  and  18;  T.  8  N.,  R. 

5  W.,  secs.  1-35  except  secs.  24  and  25;  T. 

8  N.,  R.  6  W.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  8  N.,  R.  7  W., 
secs.  1-36;  T.  8  N.,  R.  8  W.,  secs.  1-28,  and 
33-36;  T.  8  N.,  R.  9  W.,  secs.  1  and  7-24;  T. 


9  N.,  R.  4  W..  secs.  2-11, 14-23, 30,  and  31; 

T.  9  N.,  R.  5  W.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  9  N.,  R.  6  W., 
secs.  1-36;  T.  9  N.,  R.  7  W.,  secs.  1-4, 9-16, 
and  19-36;  T.  9  N.,  R.  8  W.,  secs.  24,  25,  and 
31-36;  T.  9  N.,  R.  9  W.,  sec.  36;  T.  10  N.,  R. 

4  W.,  secs.  6. 7, 18-20,  and  29-34;  T.  10  N., 
R.  5  W..  secs.  1-36;  T.  10  N.,  Rl  6  W.,  secs. 
1-36  except  sec.  6;  T.  10  N.,  R.  7  W.,  secs. 
9-16,  21-28,  and  33-36;  T.  11  N.,  R.  5  W., 
secs.  2-11, 14-23,  and  26-35;  T.  11  N.,  R.  6 
W.,  secs.  1-36,  except  that  portion  of  secs.  6, 
7, 18, 19,  30,  and  31  lying  westerly  of  U.S. 
Highway  395;  T.  11  N.,  R.  7  W.,  that  pcHtion 
of  sec.  1,  lying  easterly  U.S.  Hl^way  395;  T. 
12  N..  R.  5  W.,  secs.  31-35;  T.  12  N.,  R.  6 
W.,  secs.  31-36;  T.  12  N.,  R.  7  W..  tliat 
portion  of  sec.  36  lying  easterly  of  U.S. 
Highway  395. 


2.  Superior-Cronese  Unit.  San 
Bernardino  County.  From  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  Maps:  Cuddeback 
Lake  1978,  Soda  Mts.  1978,  Victorville 
1978,  and  Newberry  Springs  1978. 
(Index  map  location  B). 

Mt.  Diablo  Meridian:  T.  29  S.,  R.  42  E., 
secs.  35  and  36;  T.  29  S.,  R.  43  E.,  secs.  25, 

26,  and  31-36;  T.  29  S.,  R.  44  E.,  secs.  20- 
36;  T.  29  S.,  R.  45  E.,  secs.  14-16, 19-23,  and 
25-36;  T.  29  S.,  R.  46  E.,  secs.  30-32;  T.  30 
S.,  R.  42  E.,  secs.  1,  2, 11-14,  23-26,  35,  and 
36;  T.  30  S.,  R.  43  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T  30  S., 

R.  44  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  30  S.,  R.  45  E.,  secs. 
1-36;  T.  30  S.,  R.  46  E.,  secs.  3-36;  T.  30  S., 

R.  47  E.,  secs.  7-10, 15-22,  and  27-34;  T.  31 

S. ,  R.  42  E.,  secs.  1,  2, 11-14,  23-26,  35,  and 
36;  T.  31  S.,  R.  43  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  31  S., 

R.  44  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  31  S.,  R.  45  E.,  secs. 
1-36,  T.  31  S.,  R.  46  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  31  S., 

R.  47  E.,  secs.  3-10, 15-22,  and  27-34;  T.  32 

S. ,  R.  43  E.,  secs.  1-3, 10-15,  22-27,  and  34- 
36;  T.  32  S.,  R.  44  E.,  s^.  1-36;  T.  32  S., 

R.  45  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  32  S.,  R.  46  E.,  secs. 
1-36;  T.  32  S.,  R.  47  E.,  secs.  3-10, 15-22, 
and  27-34. 

Son  Bernardino  Meridian:  T.  9  N.,  R.  1  W., 
that  portion  of  secs.  1  and  2  lying  northerly 
of  Interstate  Highway  15;  T.  9  N.,  R.  1  E.,  that 
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portion  of  sac.  6  lying  northerly  of  Interstate 
High%ray  15;  T.  10  N.,  R  2  W.,  secs.  1-29; 

T.  10  N.,  R  1  W.,  secs.  1-28, 30.  and  33-36, 
except  that  portion  of  secs.  33-35  lying 
southwesterly  of  Interstate  Highway  IS;  T.  10 
N.,  R  1 E.,  secs.  18. 19. 30,  and  31;  T.  10  N., 

R  2  E.,  secs.  1-5, 8-17,  and  22-34,  except 
that  pwtion  of  secs.  25,  26,  and  34  lying 
southeasterly  of  Interstate  Highway  15;  T.  10 
N.,  R.  3  E..  sacs.  1-12, 14-21,  and  30,  except 
that  portion  of  secs.  11, 12, 14-16, 19-21, 
and  30  lying  southeasterly  of  Interstate 
Highway  15;  T.  10  N..  R  4  E.,  that  portion 
of  secs.  5-7  lying  northwesterly  of  Interstate 
Highway  IS;  T.  11  N.,  R  5  W.,  secs.  1  and 
12;  T.  11  N.,  R  4  W.,  secs.  1-7, 9, 11,  and 
12;  T.  11  N.,  R  3  W.,  secs.  1-18;  T.  11  N., 

R  2  W.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  11  N.,  R  1  W.,  secs. 
1-36;  T.  11  N.,  R  1  E.,  secs.  1-31;  T.  11  N., 

R  2  E.,  secs.  1-36  except  sec.  31;  T.  11  N., 

R  3  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  11  N.,  R  4  E.,  secs.  1- 
34.  except  that  portion  of  secs.  25,  26, 33.  and 
34  lying  southeasterly  of  Interstate  Highway 
15;  T.  11  N.,  R  5  E.,  sacs.  1-11  and  15-20, 
except  that  portion  of  secs.  1.  2, 10. 11, 15- 
17, 19,  and  20  lying  southeasterly  of 
Interstate  Highway  15;  T.  12  N..  R.  5  W.,  sac. 
36;  T.  12  N.,  R  4  W.,  secs.  31-36;  T.  12  N., 

R  3  W.,  secs.  31-36;  T.  12  N.,  R.  2  W.,  secs. 
31-36;  T.  12  N.,  R  1  W.,  secs.  31-36;  T.  12 
N.,  R  1 E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  12  N..  R  2  R,  secs. 
3-36;  T.  12  N..  R  3  E.,  secs.  7-36;  T.  12  N., 

R  4  R,  secs.  7-36;  T.  12  N.,  R  5  B.,  secs.  1- 
5  and  7-36;  T.  12  N.,  R  6  B..  secs.  5-9, 15- 
22.  and  27-34,  except  that  portion  of  secs. 
31-34  lying  southerly  of  Interstate  Highway 
15;  T.  13  N.,  R  1 R,  secs.  1-38;  T.  13  N..  R. 

2  E..  secs.  19  and  29-34;  T.  13  N..  R.  5  E.. 
secs.  26-28  and  32-36;  T.  14  N.,  R  1  E.,  secs. 
5-10, 15-23,  and  24-36. 


3.  Ord-Rodman  Unit.  San  Bernardino 
County.  From  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Maps:  Newberry  Springs 
1978  and  Victorville  1978.  (Index  map 
location  C). 

Sen  Banardino  Meridian:  T.  6  N.,  R.  1  E., 
secs.  1-6, 10-15,  22-27,  and  34-36;  T.  6  N., 
R  2  R,  secs.  1-11, 14-2^  and  28-33;  T.  7 
N..  R.  1  W..  secs.  1-4.  9-15,  22-26, 35,  and 
36,  except  that  portion  of  secs.  4, 9, 10. 15, 
22. 23.  26,  and  35  lying  southwesterly  of 
State  Highway  247;  T.  7  N.,  R  1  R,  secs.  1- 
36;  T.  7  N.,  R  2  E..  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  N..  R 
3  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  N..  R  4  E.,  secs.  1-36; 
T.  7  N.,  R.  5  B.,  secs.  2-11  and  15-19;  T.  7 


N.,  R  6  R.  secs.  2,  3, 11,  and  14;  T.  8  N.. 

R  1  W.,  secs.  1-18, 20-29,  and  32-36,  except 
that  portion  of  secs.  6, 7, 17, 18,  20,  29, 32, 
and  33  lying  southwesterly  of  State  Highway 
247;  T.  8  N.,  R  1  R.  secs.  1-36;  T.  8  N.,  R. 

2  E.,  secs.  2-36;  T.  8  N..  R.  3  B.,  secs.  7  and 
18-36;  T.  8  N.,  R  4  E..  secs.  13-16  and  18- 
36;  T.  8  N.,  R  5  E..  secs.  13-36,  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  13-18  lying  northerly  of 
Interstate  Highway  40;  T.  8  N.,  R  6  E.,  secs. 
18-21  and  27-36,  except  that  portion  of  sacs. 
18-21, 27, 28, 34,  and  35  lyiitg  northerly  of 
Interstate  Highway  40;  T.  9  N.,  R  1  W.,  secs. 
19. 20,  and  25-36,  except  that  portion  of  secs. 
19,  20,  and  29-31  lying  westerly  of  State 
Hi^way  247;  T.  9  N.,  R  1  E.,  secs.  25-36, 
except  that  p^on  of  secs.  25-27  lying 
northerly  of  Interstate  Highway  40;  T.  9  N., 

R  2  E.,  secs.  27-35,  except  that  portion  of 
secs.  27-30  l3ring  northerly  of  Interstate 
Highway  40. 


4.  Chuckwalla  Unit.  Imperial  and 
Riverside  Coimties.  From  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  Maps:  Chuckwalla 
#18  1978,  Parker-Blythe  #16  1978, 

Salton  Sea  #20 1978,  and  Midway  Well 
#21  1979.  (Index  map  location  D). 

San  Bernardino  Meridian:  T.  3  S.,  R.  13  E., 
secs.  19-21  and  27-35;  T.  4  S.,  R  8  R,  secs. 
1-6, 8-16,  22-26,  and  36;  T.  4  S.,  R.  9  E., 
sacs.  6-10,  and  15-36;  T.  4  S.,  R.  10  E.,  secs. 
19-21,  and  27-34;  T.  4  S..  R  13  E..  secs.  2- 
36  except  secs.  12  and  13;  T.  4  S.,  R.  14  E., 
secs.  27-36;  T.  4  S..  R  15  E.,  secs.  31  and 
32;  T.  5  S..  R.  9  R,  secs.  1-4, 12, 13,  and  24; 

T.  5  S.,  R.  10  R.  secs.  2-36  except  sec.  31; 

T.  5  S.,  R.  11  E..  secs.  19-21  and  28-33;  T. 

5  S.,  R.  12  E.,  sec.  36;  T.  5  S.,  R  13  E.,  secs. 
1-36  except  secs.  6  and  7;  T.  5  S.,  R.  14  E., 
secs.  1-36;  T.  5  S,,  R.  15  E.,  secs.  4-9, 16- 
21,  25,  S  sec.  26,  S  Vt  sac.  27,  and  secs. 
28-36;  T.  5  S.,  R.  16  B.,  secs.  28-35;  T.  6  S., 

R  10  E.,  secs.  1-4, 9-16,  21-26,  35  and  36; 

T.  6  S.,  R  11  E.,  secs.  4-36;  T.  6  S.,  R.  12 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  6  S.,  R.  13  E.,  secs.  1-36; 

T.  6  S.,  R  14  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  6  S.,  R.  15 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  6  S.,  R.  16  E..  secs.  1-36; 

T.  6  S.,  R.  17  R,  sacs.  5-0,  and  14-36;  T.  6 

S. ,  R.  18  E.,  secs.  29-36;  T.  6  S..  R.  19  E.,  secs. 
31-36;  T.  6  S.,  R.  20  R,  secs.  31-34;  T.  7  S., 

R  11  E.,  sec.  1;  T.  7  S.,  R.  12  E.,  secs.  1-6, 
9-15,  and  23-25;  T.  7  S.,  R  13  R,  secs.  1- 

30  and  31-36;  T.  7  S.,  R  14  E.,  secs.  1-36; 

T.  7  S.,  R  15  R,  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  S.,  R.  16 


E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  S.,  R  17  E.,  secs.  1-36; 

T.  7  S.,  R.  18  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  S.,  R  19 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  S.,  R.  20  E.,  secs.  3-10, 
14-23,  and  26-35;  T.  8  S.,  R  13  B..  secs.  1, 

2,  and  11-14;  T.  8  S.,  R.  14  R.  secs.  1-18, 
and  secs.  21-26;  T.  8  S.,  R.  15  E.,  secs.  1- 
30  and  34-36;  T.  8  S.,  R  16  E.,  secs.  1-36; 

T.  8  S.,  R.  17  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  8  S.,  R.  18 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  8  S.,  R.  19  E.,  secs.  1-36; 

T.  8  S.,  R.  20  E.,  secs.  3-10, 15-22,  and  28- 
33;  T.  9  S.,  R  15  E.,  sec.  1;  T.  9  S.,  R.  16  E., 
secs.  1-17,  20-29,  and  32-36;  T.  9  S.,  R.  17 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  9  S.,  R  18  E.,  secs.  1-36; 

T.  9  S.,  R.  19  R,  secs.  1-36;  T.  9  S.,  R  20 
R,  secs.  5-8, 17-20,  and  29-33;  T.  10  S.,  R. 
16  E.,  secs.  1-5, 9-16,  and  22-26;  T.  10  S., 

R.  17  R,  secs.  1-36;  T.  10  S.,  R  18  R,  secs. 
1-36;  T.  10  S.,  R.  19  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  10  S., 
R.  20  E.,  secs.  3-36;  T.  10  S.,  R  21  R,  secs. 
18-21  and  28-34;  T.  10  S.,  R.  21  R,  secs. 

31-33;  T.  11  S.,  R.  17  E.,  secs.  1-5  and  8- 
15;  T.  11  S.,  R.  18  E.,  secs.  1-24;  T.  11  S., 

R.  19  E.,  secs.  1-26,  35,  and  36;  T.  11  S.,  R. 
20  E.,  secs.  1-23  and  26-34;  T.  11  S.,  R.  21 
E.,  secs.  4-8;  T.  12  S.,  R.  19  E.,  secs.  1,  2, 11- 
14,  23-26,  35,  and  36;  T.  12  S.,  R  20  E.,  secs. 
3-10, 15-22,  and  27-34;  T.  13  S.,  R  19  R, 
secs.  1-3, 10-15,  22-27,  and  34-36;  T.  13  S., 
R.  20  E.,  secs.  3-10, 14-23,  and  26-34. 


5.  Pinto  Mountain  Unit.  Riverside  and 
San  Bernardino  Counties.  From  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  Maps:  Yucca 
Valley  1982,  Sheep  Hole  Mountains 
1978,  Chuckwalla  1978,  and  Palm 
Springs  #17  1978.  (Index  map  location 
E). 

San  Bernardino  Meridian:  T.  1  S.,  R.  9  E., 
secs.  10-15,  24,  25,  and  36;  T.  1  S.,  R.  10  E., 
secs.  7-36;  T.  1  S.,  R  11  R,  secs.  7-36;  T. 

1  S.,  R.  12  E.,  secs.  7-36  except  sec.  12;  T. 

1  S.,  R.  13  E.,  secs.  13-36;  T.  1  S.,  R  14  E., 
secs.  13-32;  T.  1  S.,  R  15  E.,  secs.  13-30  and 
36;  T.  1  S.,  R.  16  E.,  secs.  18, 19,  and  30- 
32;  T.  2  S.,  R  9  R,  secs.  1, 12,  and  13;  T. 

2  S.,  R.  10  R,  secs.  1-24;  T.  2  S.,  R  11  R, 
secs.  1-24;  T.  2  S.,  R  12  R,  secs.  1-22  except 
sec.  13;  T.  2  S.,  R.  13  B.,  secs.  3-6;  T.  2  So 

R.  15  E.,  sec.  1;  T.  2  S.,  R  16  E.,  secs.  4-9, 

16, 17,  20,  21,  28,  29,  32,  and  33;  T.  3  S.,  R. 
16  E.,  secs.  4,  5, 8,  and  9. 


N. 
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6.  Chemehuevi  Unit.  San  Bernardino 
County.  From  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Maps:  Sheep  Hole  Mts. 
1978,  Parker  1979,  Needles  1978,  and 
Amboy  1991.  (Index  map  location  F). 

San  Bernardino  Meridian:  T.  1  S.,  R.  22  E., 
that  portion  of  secs.  3-5,  lying  northwesterly 
of  the  Atchison  Topeka  and  Swta  Fe 
Railroad;  T.  1  S.,  R.  23  E.,  that  portion  of 
secs.  1-3  lying  northerly  of  the  Atchison 
Topeka  and  Smta  Fe  Rrilroad,  except  that 
portion  of  sec.  1,  lying  easterly  of  U.S. 
Highway  95;  T.  1  N.,  R  22  E.,  secs.  1-4, 9- 
16, 20-29,  and  32-36,  except  that  portion  of 
secs.  34-36  lying  southerly  of  the  Atchison 
Topeka  and  &nta  Fe  Railroad;  T.  1  N.,  R.  23 
E.,  secs.  1-36,  except  that  portion  of  secs.  31- 
34  lying  southerly  of  Atchison  Topeka  and 
Santa  Fe  Railroad;  T.  1  N.,  R.  24  E.,  secs.  4- 
9, 10-21,  and  29-31;  T.  2  N.,  R.  18  E.,  secs. 
1-5,  and  9-14;  T.  2  N.,  R.  19  E.,  secs.  2-10, 
and  16-18;  T.  2  N.,  R.  22  E.,  secs.  1-5, 6-16, 

21- 28,  and  33-36;  T.  2  N..  R.  23  E.,  secs.  5- 
8, 17-21,  and  20-36;  T.  2  N.,  R.  24  E.,  secs. 

31  and  32;  T.  3  N.,  R.  17  E.,  secs.  12, 13, 24, 
and  25;  T.  3  N.,  R.  18  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T,  3  N., 

R.  19  E.,  secs.  1-35;  T.  3  N.,  R.  20  E.,  secs. 
5-8, 18,  and  19;  T.  3  N.,  R.  21 E.,  secs.  1- 
5, 9-16,  23.  and  24;  T.  3  N.,  R.  22  E.,  secs. 

1- 36  except  sec.  31;  T.  3  N..  R.  23  E.,  secs. 

2- 11, 14-22,  and  28-32;  T.  4  N..  R.  18  E., 
secs.  1, 2, 10-15,  21-28,  and  32-36;  T.  4  N., 
R.  19  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  4  N..  R.  20  E.,  secs. 
1-12, 16-20,  and  29-32;  T.  4  N.,  R.  21  E, 
secs.  1-17, 20-29,  and  32-36;  T.  4  N..  R.  22 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  4  N.,  R.  23  E..  secs.  1-35; 

T.  4  N.,  E  24  E..  Secs  6, 7, 18.  and  19;  T. 

5  N.,  E  15  E.  secs.  1-6;  T.  5  N..  R.  16  E, 
secs.  4-6;  T.  5  N.,  E  18  E.,  secs.  1-6, 8-17, 

22- 26, 35,  and  36;  T.  5  N.,  E  19  E,  secs.  1- 
36;  T.  5  N.,  R.  20  E.  secs.  1-36;  T.  5  N.,  E 
21 E.  secs.  1-36;  T.  5  N.,  E  22  E.  secs.  2- 
36;  (UnsuTveyed)  T.  5  N.,  R.  23  E.,  protracted 
secs.  19.  and  29-33;  T.  6  N.,  R.  14  E,  secs. 
1-3, 10-15,  and  23-25;  T.  6  N.,  E  15  E.,  secs. 
1-36;  T.  6  N..  R.  16  E.,  secs.  1-23,  and  27- 
34;  T.  6  N.,  E  17  E.  secs.  1-18, 22-26,  and 
36;  T.  6  N.,  E  18  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  6  N.,  E 
19  E..  secs.  1-36;  T.  6  N.,  E  20  E,  secs.  1- 
36;  T.  6  N.,  E  21 E.  secs.  1-36;  T.  6  N.,  E 
22  E,  secs.  3-10, 15-23,  and  26-35;  T.  7  N., 
E  14  E..  secs.  1-5, 8-17,  21-28.  and  33-36; 
T.  7  N.,  E  15  E,  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  N..  E  16 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  N.,  E  17  E.,  secs.  1-36; 

T.  7  N.,  E 18  E.  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  N.,  R.  19 
E,  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  N.,  E  20  E.,  secs.  1-36; 

T.  7  N.,  E  21 E,  secs.  1-36;  T.  7  N.,  E  22 


E,  secs.  18-20,  and  20-34;  T.  8  N.,  E  14  E, 
secs.  13,  23-28,  and  31-36,  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  13,  23,  24.  26,  27,  28,  31,  32, 
and  33  lying  northwesterly  of  Interstate 
Highway  40;  T.  8  N.,  E  15  E.,  secs.  9-36, 
except  Uuit  portion  of  secs.  9-12, 17,  and  18 
lying  northwesterly  of  Interstate  Hi^way  40; 
T.  8  N.,  R.  16  E.,  secs.  1, 2,  and  7-36,  except 
that  portion  of  secs.  1, 2,  and  7-10  and  11 
lying  northerly  of  Interstate  Highway  40;  T. 

8  N.,  E  17  E,  secs.  1-36,  except  that  po^on 
of  secs.  1-6  lying  northerly  of  Interstate 
Highway  40;  T.  8  N.,  E  18  E.,  secs.  1-36, 
except  that  portion  of  sec  6  lying  northerly 
of  Interstate  Highway  40;  T.  8  N.,  R.  19  E., 
secs.  1-36;  T.  8  N.,  E  20  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T. 

8  N..  E  21 E.  secs.  7. 17-21,  and  27-35;  T. 

9  N.,  E  18  E,  that  portion  of  secs.  31-36 
lying  southerly  of  hiterstate  Highway  40;  T. 

9  N.,  E  19  E.,  secs.  23-29,  and  31-36,  except 
that  portion  of  secs.  23,  24,  26-29, 31,  and 
32  lying  northerly  of  Interstate  Highway  40; 
T.  9  N..  E  20  E.,  secs.  19,  20,  and  29-33, 
except  that  portion  of  secs.  19  and  20  lying 
northerly  of  Interstate  Highway  40. 


7.  Ivanpah  Unit.  San  Bernardino 
County.  From  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Maps:  Amboy  1991, 
Ivanp^  1979,  and  Mesquite  Lake  1990. 
(Index  map  location  G). 

San  Bernardino  Meridian:  T.  9  N.,  E  12 
E,  secs.  1, 2, 11-14,  and  24;  T.  9.N.,  R.  13 
E,  secs.  4-9, 16-21,  and  28-30;  T.  10  N.,  E 

12  E,  secs.  25, 35,  and  36;  T.  10  N.,  E  13 
E,  secs.  3-10, 16-21,  and  28-33;  T.  11  N., 

E  12  E,  secs.  1. 12, 13. 24. 25,  and  36;  T. 

11 N.,  E  13  E.  secs.  1-12, 15-21,  and  28- 
33;  T.  11  N.,  E  14  E,  sec.  6;  T.  12  N.,  R.  11 
E,  secs.  1-5  and  9-15;  T.  12  N.,  E  12  E., 
secs.  1-18, 21-27, 35.  and  36;  T.  12  N.,  E 

13  E,  secs.  1-36;  T.  12  N..  E  14  E,  secs.  4- 
9, 16-21,  and  29-32;  T.  13  N.,  E  10  E.  secs. 
1-5, 10-14, 24.  and  25;  T.  13  N.,  E  11  E, 
secs.  1-36;  T.  13  N.,  E  12  E..  secs.  1-36;  T. 
13  N..  E  13  E.  secs.  1-36;  T.  13  N..  E  14 
E.  secs.  3-9, 16-21,  and  28-33;  T.  14  N.,  E 
9  E,  secs.  1, 12. 13.  and  24;  T.  14  N.,  E  10 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  (Unsurveyed)  T.  14  N.,  E  11 
E.,  Protracted  secs.  1-35;  T.  14  N.,  E  11 E., 
sec  36;  T.  14  N.,  R.  12  E,  secs.  1-36;  T.  14 
N.,  E  13  E.  secs.  1-36;  T.  14  N.,  E  14  E, 
secs.  1-5, 8-17,  and  19-35;  T.  14  N.,  R.  15 


E,  secs.  1-12,  and  14-22;  T.  14  N.,  E  16  E, 
sec.  6;  T.  15  N.,  R.  9  E..  secs.  24,  25.  and  36; 

T.  15  N.,  R.  10  E.,  secs.  1-36  except  sec.  6; 

T.  15  N.,  R.  11  E,  secs.  1-36;  T.  15  N.,  R. 

12  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  15  N.,  E  13  E..  secs.  3- 
11  and  14-36;  T.  15  N..  R.  14  E,  secs.  12, 

13,  23-28,  and  33-36;  T.  15  N.,  E  15  E.  secs. 
1-36;  T.  15  N.,  R.  16  E,  secs.  1-11, 14-22, 
and  26-33;  T.  15Vi  N.,  R.  14  E.,  secs.  24  and 
25;  T.  15Vj  N.,  E  15  E,  secs.  19-36;  T.  15Vii 
N.,  R.  16  E,  secs.  19-35;  T.  16  N.,  R.  10  E, 
secs.  25,  35,  and  36;  T.  16  N.,  R.  11  E.,  secs. 
1-36;  T.  16  N.,  R.  12  E,  secs.  1-36;  T.  16  N., 
E  12'A  E,  secs.  12, 13.  24. 25,  and  36:  T.  16 
N.,  R.  13  E.,  secs.  7, 17-20,  and  29-33;  T.  16 
N.,  R.  14  E.,  secs.  24,  25, 35  and  36,  except 
that  portion  of  secs.  24  and  35  lying 
northwesterly  of  Interstate  Hwy.  15;  T.  16  N., 
E  15  E,  secs.  1-3, 10-14,  and  23-36;  T.  16 
N..  R.  16  E,  secs.  6-8, 16-22,  and  26-36;  T. 
17  N.,  R.  11  E,  secs.  1-5, 8-17,  20-29,  an  31- 
36;  T.  17  N..  R.  12  E.  secs.  3-10, 14-23,  and 
26-36;  T.  18  N..  R.  11  E,  secs.  13, 14,  22- 
28,  and  33-36;  T.  18  N..  R.  12  E,  secs.  18- 
20,  and  28-33. 


8.  Piute-Eldorado  Unit.  San 
Bernardino  County.  From  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  Maps:  Amboy  1991, 
Needles  1978,  and  Ivanpab  1979.  (Index 
map  location  H). 

San  Bwnardino  Meridian:  T.  8  N.,  R.  14 
E,  secs.  1-4, 8-17, 19-24, 26-30, 32,  and  33, 
except  that  portion  of  secs.  13, 23, 24, 26- 
28, 32  and  33  lying  southeasterly  of  Interstate 
Highway  40;  T.  8  N.,  E  15  E.,  secs.  1-12, 17, 
and  18,  except  that  portion  ofsecs.  1, 8-12, 
17,  and  18  lying  southeasterly  of  Interstate 
Highway  40;  T.  8  N.,  E  16  E.,  secs.  1-10, 
except  that  portion  of  sections  1-3  and  6-10 
lying  southerly  of  Interstate  Highway  40;  T. 

8  N.,  E  17  E,  that  portion  of  secs.  1-6,  lying 
northerly  of  Interstate  Highway  40;  T.  9  N., 

E  14  E.  secs.  1-3, 10-15,  22-28,  and  33-36; 
T.  9  N.,  E  15  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  9  N.,  E  16 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  9  N.,  E  17  E.,  secs.  1-36, 
except  that  p^on  of  sec.  36  lying  southerly 
of  Interstate  Highway  40;  T.  9  N.,  E  18  E., 
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sacs.  1-36,  exoa^  that  portion  of  secs.  31- 
36  lying  soutfaeny  of  Interstate  Highway  40; 
T.  9  N..  R.  19  E.,  secs.  1-24  and  26-32.  except 
that  portion  of  secs.  26-29, 31,  and  32  lying 
southeriy  of  Interstate  Highway  40;  T.  9  N., 

R.  20  B..  secs.  3-8  and  17-20,  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  19  and  20  tying  southeriy  of 
Interstate  Highway  40;  T.  10  N..  R.  14  E., 
secs.  11-14,  22-27,  and  34-36;  T.  10  N..  R. 

15  E..  secs.  1-3, 9-16,  and  16-36;  T.  10  N.. 

R.  16  E..  secs.  1-36;  T.  10  N.,  R.  17  E.,  secs. 
1-36;  T.  10  N..  R.  18  E..  secs.  1-36;  T.  10  N.. 

R.  19  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  10  N.,  R.  20  E..  secs. 
1-36;  T.  10  N..  R.  21  E..  secs.  3-10, 15-22, 
and  28-31;  T.  11  N.,  R.  15  E.,  secs.  9, 15. 16, 
21.  22. 25-29,  and  33-36;  T.  11  N.,  R.  16  E.. 
secs.  9, 15, 16,  21-23,  25-28,  31,  and  33-36; 
T.  11  N.,  R  17  E..  secs.  8, 12-17,  and  19- 
36;  T.  11  N.,  R.  18  E.,  secs.  1-4  and  7-36;  T. 

11  N..  R.  19  R,  secs.  1-13, 18, 19,  23-27,  and 
29-36;  T.  11  N.,  R.  20  E.,  secs.  1-11, 14-23, 
and  26-35;  T.  12  N..  R  19  E..  secs.  1-36;  T. 

12  N.,  R  20  E.,  secs.  3-11  and  13-36;  T.  12 
N.,  R.  21  E.,  secs.  19, 30,  and  31;  T.  13  N., 

R  19  E..  secs.  3-11  and  13-36;  T.  13  N..  R. 

20  E.,  secs.  19  and  29-33;  T.  14  N.,  R.  19  E., 
secs.  19  and  29-33. 


Nevada.  Areas  of  land  as  follows: 

9.  Piute-Eldorado  Unit.  Clark  County. 
From  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Maps:  Mesquite  Lake  1990,  Boulder  City 

1978,  Ivanp^  1979,  and  Davis  Dam 

1979.  (Index  map  location  H). 

Ml.  Diablo  Meridian:  T.  23  S.,  R  64  E., 
secs.  31-36,  except  that  portion  of  sec.  31 
lying  northwesterly  of  the  powerline  and  also 
except  that  portion  of  secs.  34-36  lying 
northeasterly  of  the  powerline;  T.  23V^  S..  R. 
64  B.,  secs.  31-36,  except  that  portion  of  sec. 
31  lying  northwesterly  of  the  powerline;  T. 
23V^  S..  R  65  E..  that  portion  of  sec.  31,  lying 
southwesterly  of  the  powerline;  T.  24  S.,  R 
63  E..  secs.  1,  2, 11-15, 22-28,  and  33-36, 
except  that  portion  of  secs.  1. 2. 11. 14.  and 
15  lying  no^westerly  of  the  powerline  and 
also  except  that  portion  of  secs.  22. 27. 28. 
and  33  lying  northwesterly  of  U.S.  Hi^way 
95;  T.  24  S.,  R  64  R,  secs.  1-36;  T.  24 
R  65  E.,  secs.  6, 7, 18. 19. 30.  and  31;  T.  25 

S.,  R  61  R.  secs.  13-15,  E  V5  sec.  16,  E 
sec.  21,  secs.  22-27.  B  sec.  28,  secs.  35  and 


36;  T.  25  S..  R.  62  B.,  secs.  4-9,  and  secs.  16- 
36;  T.  25  S..  R  63  E..  secs.  1-4. 9-16,  and 
19-36,  except  that  portion  of  secs.  4, 9,  and 
16  lying  northwesterly  of  U.S.  Highway  95; 

T.  25  S.,  R.  64  E.,  secs.  1-35  except  secs.  13. 
24,  and  25.;  T.  25  S.  R.  65  E..  sec.  6;  T.  26 

S. ,  R.  61  E..  secs.  1.  2, 11-14,  24,  25.  and  36; 

T.  26  S..  R.  62  E.,  secs.  1-36  except  secs.  28 
and  33;  T.  26  S.,  R.  63  E.,  secs.  2-36  except 
sec.  12;  T.  26  S.,  R.  64  E.,  secs.  18-20,  and 
29-33;  T.  27  S.,  R  62  R.  secs.  1-3, 5-6, 10- 
15,  22-26,  35,  and  36;  T.  27  S.,  R  62V5  E.. 
secs.  1, 12, 13,  24.  25.  and  36;  T.  27  S..  R 
63  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  27  S.,  R  64  R,  secs.  4- 
9, 16-21,  and  26-36;  T.  27  S.,  R  65  R,  secs. 
31-35;  T.  28  S..  R.  62  R,  secs.  1-3,  9-16,  21- 
28,  and  33-36;  T.  28  S.,  R  63  E..  secs.  1-20, 
and  29-32;  T.  28  S..  R  84  R,  secs.  1-18, 21- 
26.  35.  and  36;  T.  28  S..  R  65  R.  secs.  2- 
11, 14-21,  and  28-35;  T.  29  S..  R  62  R,  secs. 
1-4,  9-16,  21-28, 34,  35  and  38;  T.  29  S.,  R. 
63  E..  secs.  5-10, 15-23,  and  26-36;  T.  29  S.. 
R  64  E..  secs.  1-3, 9-16, 21-28,  and  31-36; 

T.  29  S..  R.  65  E.,  secs.  2-36  except  secs.  12 
and  13;  T.  26  S.,  R.  66  R.  secs.  30-32;  T.  30 

S. ,  R.  62  E.,  secs.  1.  2.  and  11-14;  T.  30  S.. 

R.  63  E.,  secs.  1-36  except  secs.  30  and  31; 

T.  30  S.,  R.  64  E..  secs.  1-36;  T.  30  S..  R.  65 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  30  S.,  R.  66  E.,  secs.  4-9, 
16-21,  and  28-33;  T.  31  S.,  R.  63  E.,  secs.  1- 
5,  8-16,  22-26,  and  36;  T.  31  S..  R  64  E., 
secs.  1-36;  T.  31  S..  R.  65  E..  secs.  1-36, 
except  that  portion  of  sec.  36  Ijring 
southwesterly  of  State  Hi^way  163;  T.  31  S., 
R  66  R,  secs.  3-10, 15-22,  and  27-34,  except 
that  portion  of  sec.  31  Ijdng  southwesterly  of 
State  Highway  163;  T.  32  S.,  R  64  E.,  secs. 
1-6,  6-16. 22-26,  and  36;  T.  32  S..  R.  65  E., 
secs.  1-12, 17-20.  and  29-32,  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  1,  and  9-12  lying 
southeasterly  or  easterly  of  State  Highway 
163;  T.  32  S.,  R  66  E.,  that  portion  of  secs. 
3-6  lying  northerly  of  State  Highway  163;  T. 
33  S.,  R.  65  R,  sec.  5. 


10.  Mormon  Mesa  Unit.  Clark  and 
Lincoln  Counties.  From  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Maps:  Pahranagat  1978. 
Clover  Mts.  1978,  Overtcm  1978,  Indian 
Springs  1979,  Lake  Mead  1979,  and  Las 
Vegas  1986.  (Index  map  location  I). 

Mt.  Diablo  Meridian:  T.  9  S.,  R.  62  R,  secs. 

13- 15,  22-27,  and  34-36,  except  that  portion 
of  secs.  15,  22,  27,  and  34  lying  westerly  of 
the  easterly  boundary  line  of  the  Desert 
National  Wildlife  Range;  T.  9  S.,  R.  63  E.. 
secs.  18, 19,  30,  and  31;  T.  10  S.,  R.  62  E.. 
secs.  1,  2, 11-14,  23-25,  and  36  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  14,  23, 35.  and  36  lying 
westerly  of  the  easterly  boundary  line  of  the 
Desert  National  Wildlife  Range;  T.  10  S.,  R. 

63  E.,  secs.  6,  7. 10-15, 18-20,  and  22-36;  T. 
10  S.,  R  64  R,  secs.  7-24  and  26-34;  T.  10 

S. ,  R.  65  E.,  secs.  7. 8. 18.  and  19;  T.  10  S.. 

R.  66  E..  secs.  24—26  and  34-36,  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  24-26, 34,  and  35  lying 
northwesterly  of  Union  Pacific  Railroad;  T. 

10  S.,  R.  67  E.,  secs.  1-4,  9-24,  and  27-33, 
except  that  pmtion  of  secs.  3, 4, 9, 16-19,  24- 
26,  34  and  35  lying  northwesterly  of  Union 
Pacific  Railroad;  T.  lO'A  S.,  R  66  R,  sacs. 
33-36,  except  that  portion  of  sec.  33  lying 
northwesterly  of  Union  Pacific  Railro^;  T. 
10'/^  S.,  R  67  E.,  secs.  31  and  32;  T.  11  S., 

R.  62  E.,  that  portion  of  sec.  1  lying  easterly 
of  the  eastwly  boundary  line  of  the  Desert 
National  Wildlife  Range;  T.  11  S.,  R  63  E.. 
secs.  1-36;  T.  11  S.,  R  64  E.,  secs.  4-9, 17- 
20,  30,  and  31;  T.  11  S..  R.  65  R,  secs.  25 
and  36;  T.  11  S..  R.  66  R.  secs.  1-5,  6-11, 

14- 17, 19-23,  and  26-36,  except  t^t  portion 
of  secs.  4,  5, 8,  and  17  lying  northwrestariy 
of  Union  Pacific  Railroad;  T.  11  S.,  R  67  E. 
sec.  6;  T.  llVz  S.,  R  65  R,  secs.  35  and  36; 

T.  12  S.,  R.  63  R,  secs.  1-36;  T.  12  S.,  R  64 
R,  secs.  6.  7,  and  25-36;  T.  12  S.,  R.  65  R, 
secs.  1, 2, 10-15,  and  22-36;  T.  12  S.,  R.  66 
E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  12  S.,  R.  67  R,  secs.  6-8, 
16-22,  and  27-33;  T.  12  S.,  R  68  R,  secs.  23- 

29  and  31-36;  T.  12  S.,  R  69  R.  secs.  1-5, 
8-17,  and  19-36;  T.  12'/^  S.,  R  62  E.,  that 
portion  of  sec.  36,  lying  easterly  of  the 
easterly  boimdary  line  of  the  Desert  National 
Wildlife  Range;  T.  13  S.,  R  62  E.,  that  portion 
of  secs.  1, 12, 13,  24,  and  25  lying  eest^y 

of  the  easterly  line  of  the  Desert  National 
Wildlife  Range;  T.  13  S.,  R  63  E.,  secs.  1- 
36;  T.  13  S.,  R.  64  B.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  13  S., 

R.  65  E.,  secs.  1-36,  except  that  portion  of 
sec.  31  lying  southwesterly  of  the  northwly 
right-of-way  line  of  State  Highway  168;  T.  13 

S. ,  R.  66  E.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  13  S.,  R  67  R,  secs. 
1-36;  T.  13  S.,  R.  68  E.,  secs.  1-36,  except 
that  portion  of  secs.  25  and  33-36  lying 
southeasterly  of  Interstate  Highway  15;  T.  13 
S.,  R  69  E.,  secs.  1-30,  except  that  portion 

of  secs.  25-30  lying  southerly  of  Interstate 
Highway  15;  T.  13  S.,  R.  70  E.,  secs.  6,  7, 18. 
19,  30,  and  31,  except  that  portion  of  secs. 

30  and  31  lying  southerly  of  Interstate 
Highway  15;  T.  13%  S.,  R  63  R.  secs.  31- 
36;  T.  13%  S.,  R  64  R,  secs.  31-36,  except 
that  portion  of  sec.  36  lying  southwesterly  of 
State  Highway  166;  T.  14  S.,  R  63  E.,  secs. 
1-23,  and  26-35;  T.  14  S.,  R.  64  E.,  secs.  2- 
6,  8-11, 15,  and  16;  T.  14  S.,  R.  65  R,  secs. 
1-6  and  8-16,  except  that  p^ion  of  secs.  5. 

'  6, 8, 9,  and  13-16  lying  southwesterly  of 
State  Highway  168;  T.  14  S.,  R.  66  R.  secs. 
1-8, 10-14, 17, 18,  and  23-25,  except  that 
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portion  of  secs.  8  and  17  lying  easterly  of  the 
Union  Pacific  Railroad;  T.  14  S.,  R.  67  E., 
secs.  1-12, 14-22,  and  28-32,  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  12, 14, 15,  21,  22,  28,  29,  31 
and  32  lying  southerly  of  Interstate  Highway 
15;  T.  14  S.,  R.  68  E.,  that  i>ortion  of  secs.  4- 
7  lying  northwesterly  of  Interstate  Highway 
15;  T.  15  S.,  R.  63  E.,  secs.  2-11, 14-22,  and 
27-34;  T.  16  S.,  R.  63  E.,  secs.  3-10, 15-22, 
and  28-33;  T.  17  S.,  R.  63  E.,  secs.  7-9, 16- 
21,  and  28-32,  except  that  portion  of  secs.  29 
and  32  lying  easterly  of  the  westerly 
boundary  line  of  the  Apex  Disposal  Road;  T. 
18  S.,  R  63  E.,  secs.  5-8, 17-19,  and  29-31, 
except  that  portion  of  secs.  5, 8, 17-19,  and 
29-31  lying  easterly  of  the  westerly  boundary 
line  of  the  Apex  Disposal  Road,  and  that 
portion  of  sec.  31  lying  westerly  of  the 
easterly  boundary  line  of  Desert  National 
Wildlife  Range. 


12.  Beaver  Dam  Slope  Unit.  Lincoln 
County.  From  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Maps;  Clover  Mountains 
1978  and  Overton  1978.  (Index  map 
location  K). 

Mt.  Diablo  Meridian;  T.  8^A  S.,  R.  71  E.. 
that  portion  of  sec.  34  lying  south  of  a 
westerly  extension  of  the  north  line  of  sec. 
26,  T.  41  S.,  R.  20  W.  (Salt  Lake  Meridian), 
Washington  Corinty,  Utah;  T.  9  S.,  R.  71  E.. 
secs.  3, 10, 18-17,  20-22,  27-29,  and  32-34; 
T.  10  S.,  R  70  E.,  secs.  19-36;  T.  10  S.,  R 
71  E.,  secs.  3-5, 7-10, 15-22,  and  27-34;  T. 
11  S.,  R  70  R,  secs.  1-36;  T.  11  S.,  R  71  R, 
secs.  3-10, 15-22,  and  27-34;  T.  12  S.,  R  70 
E.,  secs.  1-12, 14-23,  and  28-33;  T.  12  S..  R 
71  E.,  secs.  3-10. 


11.  Gold  Butte-Pakoon  Unit.  Clark 
County.  From  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Maps:  Overton  1978  and 
Lake  Mead  1979.  (Index  map  location  J). 

Mt.  Diablo  Meridian:  T.  13  S.,  R.  71  E., 
secs.  32-34;  T,  14  S.,  R.  69  E.,  secs.  24-26, 
and  34-36;  T.  14  S.,  R.  70  E.,  secs.  1,  and  10- 
36;  T.  14  S.,  R.  71  R,  secs.  3-10, 15-22,  and 
27-34;  T.  15  S.,  R.  69  R,  secs.  1-3,  9-16,  21- 
28,  and  33-36;  T.  15  S.,  R.  70  R,  secs.  2-11, 
15-22,  and  28-33;  T.  16  S.,  R.  69  R,  secs.  1- 
36  except  secs.  6,  7,  and  29-32;  T.  16  S.,  R. 

70  E.,  secs.  4-36  except  sec.  12;  T.  16  S.,  R. 

71  R,  secs.  19,  and  29-32;  T.  17  S.,  R  69  R, 
secs.  1-3, 11-14,  24,  25,  and  36;  T.  17  S.,  R. 
70  R,  secs.  1-36;  T.  17  S.,  R.  71  R,  secs.  4- 
10, 15-22,  and  27-34;  T.  18  S.,  R  69  R,  sec. 
1;  T.  18  S..  R  70  R,  secs.  1-6, 10-15,  22- 
27,  and  34-38;  T.  18  S.,  R.  71  R,  secs.  3-10, 
15-22,  and  27-34;  T.  19  S.,  R.  71  R,  secs.  3, 
4, 9, 10, 15, 16,  21,  22,  27,  28,  33  and  34; 

T.  20  S.,  R  71  E.,  secs.  3  and  4. 


Utah.  Areas  of  land  as  follows: 

13.  Beaver  Dam  Slope  Unit. 
Washington  Coimty.  From  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  Maps;  St.  George 
1980  and  Clover  Mts.  1978.  (Index  map 
location  K). 


Salt  Lake  Meridian:  T.  40  S.,  R  19  W.,  S'A 
sec.  28,  StA  sec.  29,  S’A  sec.  31,  secs.  32  and 
33;  T.  41  S.,  R  19  W.,  SVi  sec.  2,  SVi  sec 
3,  secs.  4, 5, 6,  EVi  sec.  7,  secs.  8-11, 15-17, 
E'A  sec.  18,  and  sacs.  19-22,  and  28-33;  T. 

41  S.,  R  20  W.,  EV^  sec.  1,  secs.  24-26,  35. 
and  36;  T.  42  S.,  R  19  W.,  secs.  4-9, 16-22, 
and  27-34;  T.  42  S..  R  20  W..  secs.  1, 2. 11- 

14.  23-26,  35,  and  36;  T.  43  S.,  R  18  W..  secs. 
7. 8,  SVt  sec.  16,  secs.  17-21,  and  27-34;  T. 
43  S.,  R  19  W.,  secs.  1-36  except  NW  sec. 

1;  T.  43  S.,  R  20  W.,  secs.  1. 2. 11-14,  23- 
26.  35,  and  36. 


14.  Upper  Virgin  River  Unit. 
Washington  County.  From  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  Map:  St.  George 
1980.  (Index  map  location  L). 

Salt  Lake  Meridian:  T.  41  S..  R.  13  W.. 
secs.  16-21,  27-30,  and  NViNVi  sec.  33.  and 
N'ANVi  sec.  34;  T.  41  S.,  R  14  W.,  secs.  13- 
17  and  19-34,  except  that  por*ion  of  secs.  26, 
27,  and  32-34  lying  southeasterly  of 
Interstate  Highway  15;  T.  41  S.,  R  15  W., 
secs.  14. 19.  20,  and  22-36;  T.  41  S.,  R.  16 
W.,  secs.  4, 9, 10, 14-16, 19,  21-28,  30.  N’A 
sec.  31.  NWVi  and  E'A  sec.  32,  and  secs.  33- 
36;  T.  41  S..  R  17  W..  secs.  8, 9. 14-17.  NEV« 
sec.  21,  NVc  sec.  22.  NWV«  and  EW  sec.  23. 
sec.  24,  and  NEV4  sec.  25;  T.  42  S.,  R  14  W., 
that  portion  of  secs.  5  and  6,  lying 
northwesterly  of  Interstate  15;  T.  42  S..  R.  15 
W.,  secs.  1,  N'A  and  N'AS'A  sec.  2,  NEVW  and 
WVi  sec  3,  secs.  4-9,  YlVt  sec  10,  NtANVi 
sec.  12.  WVtWVi  sec.  15.  secs.  16-18,  NW 
and  the  NVaSVk  sec.  19,  NtA  and  the  NlASVi 
sec  20,  secs.  21,  and  22,;  except  that  portion 
of  secs.  1  and  12,  lying  southeasterly  of 
Interstate  Highway  15  and  except  that 
portion  of  secs.  15.  20,  21,  and  22  lying 
southeasterly  of  State  Highway  34;  T.  42  S.. 
R  16  W.,  secs.  1, 2,  NWVi  and  the  NEV4  and 
the  SEV4  sec.  3,  NtA  sec.  4,  NEV4  sec.  10, 
NWV4  and  the  NEV4  and  the  SEy4  sec.  11. , 
sec.  12,  E'A  and  the  E'AWVi  sec.  13,  NEVt 
sec.  24. 
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Arizona.  Areas  of  land  as  follows: 

15.  Beaver  Dam  Slope  Unit.  Mohave 
County.  From  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Maps:  Overton  1978  and 
Littlefield  1987.  (Index  map  location  K). 

Gila  and  Salt  Rivar  Meridian:  T.  41  N..  R. 
14  W.,  secs.  6, 7, 18,  and  19;  T.  41  N..  R.  15 
W.,  secs.  1-24, 30,  and  31;  T.  41  N.,  R.  16 
W.,  secs.  1-5, 8-17,  20-29,  and  32-36;  T.  42 
N..  R.  14  W.,  sec.  31;  T.  42  N.,  R.  15  W.,  secs. 
31-36;  T.  42  N..  R.  16  W..  secs.  32-36. 


16.  Cold  Butte-Pakoon  Unit.  Mohave 
County.  From  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Maps;  Overton  1978, 
Littlefield  1987,  Mount  Trumbull  1986, 
and  Lake  Mead  1979.  (Index  map 
location  J.) 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian:  T.  32  N.,  R. 

14  W.,  secs.  6  and  7;  T.  32  N.,  R.  15  W.,  secs. 
1-18,  except  those  portions  ot  secs.  13-18 
lying  south  of  the  Lake  Mead  National 
Recreatioa  area  boundary  line;  T.  32  N.,  R. 

16  W.,  secs.  1, 2, 12,  and  13;  T.  32%  N.,  R. 

15  W..  secs.  31-36;  T.  32%  N.,  R.  16  W.,  secs. 

35  and  36;  T.  33  N.,  R.  14  W.,  secs.  3-9, 16- 
21,  and  26-32;  T.  33  N.,  R.  15  W.,  secs.  1- 
36;  T.  33  N.,  R.  16  W..  secs.  1-14, 17-20,  23- 
26,  29-32,  35,  and  36;  T.  34  N.,  R  14  W., 
secs.  4-9, 16-21,  and  27-34;  T.  34  N.,  R  15 
W.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  34  N.,  R  16  W.,  secs.  1- 
36;  T.  35  N.,  R.  14  W.,  secs.  2-35  except  secs. 
12, 13,  24,  25,  and  36;  T.  35  N.,  R.  15  W., 
secs.  1-36;  T.  35  N.,  R.  16  W.,  secs.  1-36;  T. 

36  N.,  R  13  W.,  secs.  6-8,  and  17-19;  T.  36 
N.,  R.  14  W.,  secs.  1-35  except  sec.  25;  T.  36 
N..  R.  15  W.,  secs.  1-36;  T.  36  N.,  R  16  W., 
secs.  1-36  except  secs.  5-7;  T.  37  N.,  R  14 
W.,  secs.  1-36  except  sacs.  5-7,  and  18;  T. 


37  N.,  R  15  W.,  sacs.  3-36  except  secs.  11- 
14;  T.  37  N.,R  16  W.,  secs.  1,  2, 11-14, 22- 
28,  and  33-36;  T.  38  N.,  R  13  W..  sacs.  19, 
30  and  31;  T.  38  N.,  R  14  W.,  sacs.  23-26, 
and  34-36;  T.  38  N.,  R  15  W.,  secs.  5-8,  and 
27-34;  T.  38  N.,  R 16  W.,  secs.  1-36  except 
secs.  24-26, 31, 32,  and  35;  T.  30  N.,  R  15 
W.,  secs.  2-10, 15-21,  and  29-32;  T.  39  N., 
R  16  W.,  secs.  1, 12, 13,  20,  23-29,  and  32- 
36;  T.  40  N.,  R.  14  W.,  secs.  6  and  7;  T.  40 
N.,  R.  15  W.,  secs.  1, 10-15,  and  21-36. 


Primary  constituent  elements:  desert 
lands  that  are  used  or  potentially  used 
by  the  desert  tortoise  for  nesting, 
sheltering,  foraging,  dispersal,  or  gene 
‘  flow. 

Dated;  July  26, 1993. 

Richard  N.  Smith, 

Acting  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlifo 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-20992  Filed  8-27-93;  8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

11  CFR  Parts  100  and  114 
[Notice  1993-20] 

Definition  of  "Member"  of  a 
Membership  Association 

AGENCY:  Federal  Election  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rule;  transmittal  of 
regulations  to  Congress. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  has  revised 
its  regulations  to  more  specifically 
define  who  may  qualify  as  a  “member” 
of  a  membership  association.  The 
Federal  Election  Campaign  Act  of  1971 
as  amended  (“FECA”  or  "the  Act”) 
permits  membership  associations  to 
solicit  contributions  from  their  members 
for  a  separate  segregated  fund  ("SSF”), 
which  contributions  can  be  used  for 
Federal  political  purposes.  The  Act  also 
allows  membership  associations  to 
communicate  with  their  members  on 
any  subject,  including  communications 
involving  express  electoral  advocacy. 

The  new  requirements  apply  to  all 
persons  seeking  to  become  members, 
including  individuals  and  corporations. 
DATES:  Further  action,  including  the 
announcement  of  an  effective  date,  will 
be  taken  after  these  regulations  have 
been  before  Congress  for  30  legislative 
days  pursuant  to  2  U.S.C.  438(d).  A 
document  announcing  the  effective  date 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Ms. 
Susan  E.  Propper,  Assistant  General 
Counsel,  999  E  Street,  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20463,  (202)  219-3690 
or  (800)  424-9530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  is  publishing  today  the 
final  text  of  revisions  to  its  regulations 
at  11  CFR  100.8(b)(4)(iv),  114.1(e)  and 
114.7,  defining  who  is  a  “member”  of  a 
membership  association. 

The  current  regulations  were  adopted 
in  1977.  Since  that  time,  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  has  addressed  this 
issue,  and  the  Commission  has  issued 
numerous  advisory  opinions 
interpreting  the  regulatory  language. 

The  Commission  is  now  articulating  a 
general  rule  that  will  reflect  the 
Supreme  Court’s  ruling  and  subsequent 
advisory  opinions.  The  new  rule  should 
greatly  reduce  the  need  for  individual 
membership  associations  to  seek 
advisory  opinions,  based  on  each 
association’s  imique  set  of 
circumstances. 

A  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
("NPRM”)  for  this  purpose  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  8, 1992.  57  FR  46348.  Under  the 


proposed  definition,  for  a  person  to 
qualify  as  a  member  of  a  membership 
association  for  this  purpose,  the 
association’s  articles  and  by-laws  would 
have  to  specifically  provide  for 
members.  In  addition,  the  association 
would  have  to  expressly  solicit  that 
person  as  a  member;  the  person  would 
have  to  actively  accept  the  solicitation; 
and  the  association  would  have  to 
acknowledge  the  membership.  Finally, 
each  member  would  have  to  have  a 
significant  financial  interest  in  and/or 
be  authorized  to  vote  for  some  or  all  of 
the  officers  or  directors  of  the 
membership  association.  The  revised 
definition  would  apply  to  individuals, 
corporations,  and  all  other  persons 
seeking  to  become  members.  In  the  case 
of  corporate  members,  however,  these 
rules  apply  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  to  whom  the  association 
may  communicate  for  partisan 
communications  under  11  CFR  114.8(h) 
and  to  which  corporations  a  trade 
association  may  direct  a  request  for  PAC 
solicitation  approval  under  11  CFR 
114.8(d). 

The  Commission  received  36 
comments  in  response  to  this  Notice.  In 
addition,  a  public  hearing  was  held  on 
December  9, 1992,  at  which 
representatives  of  11  organizations  and 
one  individual  testified. 

After  considering  the  comments  and 
testimony,  as  well  as  the  pertinent  case 
law  and  Commission  precedents,  the 
Commission  has  decided  that  the  rule  as 
proposed  in  the  NPRM  should  be 
modified  in  two  ways.  First,  the  voting 
requirement  has  been  modified  so  that 
the  ability  to  vote  for  at  least  one 
member  with  full  participatory  and 
voting  rights  on  the  association’s  highest 
governing  body,  coupled  with  a  regular 
dues  obligation,  is  sufficient  to  confer 
membership. 

Second,  farm  cooperatives  and 
entities  eligible  to  participate  in 
programs  administered  by  the  Rural 
Electric  Administration  (“REA”)  may 
solicit  members  of  the  cooperative’s 
regional.  State  or  local  affiliates. 
However,  all  of  the  political  committees 
established,  financed,  maintained  or 
controlled  by  the  cooperative  and  its 
regional.  State  or  local  affiliates  are 
considered  affiliated  committees  subject 
to  the  contribution  limits  set  forth  at  11 
CFR  110.1  and  110.2. 

Section  438(d)  of  title  2.  United  States 
Code,  requires  that  any  rule  or 
regulation  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  title  2  of  the  United  States  Code  be 
transmitted  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  the  President  of 
the  Senate  30  legislative  days  before 
they  are  finally  promulgated.  These 


regulations  were  transmitted  to 
Congress  on  August  25, 1993. 

Explanation  and  Justification 

Under  2  U.S.C.  441b(b)(4)(C)  and 
441(b)(2)(A),  an  incorporated 
membership  organization,  cooperative, 
or  corporation  without  capital  stock,  or 
a  separate  segregated  fund  ("SSF”) 
established  by  such  em  entity,  may 
solicit  contributions  to  the  SSF  from, 
and  make  partisan  communications  to, 
its  "members.”  Prior  to  these  revisions, 
the  rules  defined  "members”  to  include 
all  persons  currently  satisfying  the 
requirements  for  membership  in  any 
such  association. 

In  1982,  the  Supreme  Court  construed 
this  language  as  it  applied  to  a 
nonprofit,  noncapital  stock  corporation 
whose  articles  of  incorporation  stated 
that  it  had  no  members.  Federal  Election 
Commission  v.  National  Right  to  Work 
Committee  ("JVRWC”),  459  U.S.  196. 

The  NRWC  had  argued  that  it  should  be 
able  to  treat  as  members,  and  thus 
solicit  funds  to  its  SSF  from,  individuals 
who  had  at  one  time  responded,  not 
necessarily  financially,  to  an  NRWC 
advertisement,  mailing,  or  personal 
contact.  The  Supreme  Court  rejected 
this  definition  of  "member,”  stating  that 
to  accept  it  “would  virtually  excise  from 
the  statute  the  restriction  of  solicitation 
to  ‘members.’  ”  Id.  at  203, 

Relying  on  2  U.S.C  441  (b)(4)(C) ’s  brief 
legislative  history,  the  Court  determined 
that  “members”  of  nonstock 
corporations  should  be  defined,  at  least 
in  part,  by  analogy  to  stockholders  of 
business  corporations  and  members  of 
labor  unions.  As  stated  by  the  Court, 
viewing  the  question  from  this 
perspective  meant  that  "some  relatively 
enduring  and  independently  significant 
financial  or  organizational  attachment  is 
required  to  be  a  ‘member’  ”  imder  that 
section.  Id.  at  204.  In  holding  that  the 
NRWC’s  purported  "members”  did  not 
meet  this  test,  the  Court  noted, 
“Members  play  no  part  in  the  operation 
or  administration  of  the  corporation; 
they  elect  no  corporate  officials  *  •  *, 
There  is  no  indication  that  NRWC’s 
asserted  members  exercise  any  control 
over  the  expenditure  of  their 
contributions.”  Id.  at  206, 

Following  the  NRWC  decision,  the 
Commission  issued  a  number  of 
Advisory  Opinions  on  this  point.  In 
these  opinions,  the  Commission 
generally  required  both  a  financial 
attachment,  usually  the  regular  payment 
of  dues,  and  a  meaningful 
organizational  attachment,  usually  the 
right  to  vote  for  at  least  some  members 
of  the  membership  association’s 
governing  board,  before  a  person  was 
considered  a  member  for  2  U.S.C. 
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441b(bK4)(C)  purposes.  £.g..  Advisory  - 
Opinions  1984-^,  1985-11. 1987-13, 
1987-31, 1992-41.  These  requirements 
applied  not  only  to  individual  members, 
but  to  corporate  and  other  members  as 
well.  E.g.,  Advisory  Opinions  1986-13, 
1990-18.  1991-24. 

Section  lOO.B  and  Section  114.1 

Revised  paragraph  100.8(b)(4)(iv} 
involves  an  association’s  rigM  to  make 
partisan  communications  to  its 
members,  while  revised  pmagraph 
114.1(e)  involves  solicitation  of  funds 
by  a  membership  association  bom  its 
members.  The  two  sections  are 
identical,  and  are  therefore  discussed 
together. 

Some  commenters  thought  the 
proposed  amendm«its  should  apply 
only  to  the  solicitation  of  raembers,  and 
not  to  the  right  to  make  partisan 
communications.  One  person  also 
argued  that  the  Commission  had  failed 
to  give  proper  notice  in  the  NPRM  of 
this  impending  change. 

The  NPRM  mainly  focused  on 
solicitation,  consistent  with  the  NRWC 
decision  and  the  Commission’s 
subsequent  advisory  opinions.  However, 
the  Notice  cited  bo^  CFR  sections  in 
the  first  parag[!^h  of  its 
“SUPPLEMEMTARV  ^FORMATION”  section, 
noted  that  the  requirements  of  these  two 
sections  are  identical,  and  contained  the 
text  of  the  proposed  amendments  to 
both  secticms.  This  is  more  than 
sufficient  to  meet  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act’s  ('“APA”)  requirement 
that  an  NPRM  include  “either  the  terms 
or  substance  of  the  proposed  rule  or  a 
description  of  the  subjects  and  issues 
involved.’’  5  U.S.C.  S53(b)(3). 

The  concepts  address^  in  11  CFR 
114.1(e)  and  100.8(b){4)(iv)  are  parallel, 
and  have  always  been  treated  as  such. 
The  Commission  believes  the  definition 
of  restricted  class  should  continue  to  be 
the  same,  whether  in  the  context  of 
solicitations  or  of  partisan 
communications,  "nie  final  rules  so 
provide. 

New  paragraphs  100.8(b)(4)(iv)(A)  and 
114.1(e)(1)  define  '‘meml)«rship 
association”  as  a  membership 
organization,  trade  association, 
cooperative,  corporation  without  capital 
stock,  or  a  local,  national,  or 
international  later  organization  that 
expressly  provides  for  “members"  in  its 
articles  and  by-laws:  expressly  solicits 
members;  and  expressly  acknowledges 
the  acceptance  of  membership,  such  as 
by  sending  a  membership  card  or 
including  the  member  on  a  membership 
newsletter  list. 

The  Commission  intends  that  the  term 
“articles  and  by-laws"  be  read  broadly, 
to  cover  governing  documents  which  are 


not  called  precisely  by  that  name.  For 
example,  if  an  association  has  a 
"constitution,”  instead  of  articles  of 
incorporation,  it  would  meet  this 
requirement  if  the  constituticm 
specifically  provides  for  members. 

The  Commission  notes  that  certain 
states  require  that  either  the  articles  of 
incorporation  or  the  by-laws,  but  not 
both,  of  a  member^ip  association 
specifically  provide  ^  members. 
Membership  associations  in  those  states 
may  have  drafted  their  governing 
instruments  accordingly.  The 
Commission  intends  that  an 
organization  meeting  these  State 
requirements  be  deemed  a  membership 
association  for  purposes  of  these  rules. 
However,  the  fact  that  a  State  does  not 
require  such  organizations  to  state  in 
their  articles  and  by-laws  that  they  have 
members  does  not  absolve  associations 
organized  under  the  laws  of  that  State 
from  compliance  with  this  requirement. 

Paragraphs  100.8{b)(4){iv)(B)  and 
114.1(e)(2)  define  “members”  as  all 
persons  who  are  currently  satisfying  the 
requirements  for  membership  in  a 
membership  association,  following 
former  11  CFR  100.8(b)(4)(iv)  and 
114.1(e),  but  add  additional 
requirements  consistent  with 
Commission  precedents  and  its  reading 
of  the  NRWC  decision.  The  first  such 
requirement  is  that  the  member 
affirmatively  accept  the  membership 
association’s  invitation  to  become  a 
member. 

A  question  was  raised  as  to  whether 
sending  a  check  to  an  association  would 
be  sufficient  to  meet  this  requirement. 
The  Commission  believes  that  in  most 
instances  it  would  not,  because  the 
check  might  be  a  contribution,  or 
intended  to  pay  for  merchandise 
ordered  from  the  association.  However, 
a  check  with  the  notation  “dues”  or 
some  similar  indication,  either  on  the 
check  or  an  accompanying  written 
document,  would  be  sufficient. 

The  rules  then  set  out  the  dues 
obligations  and  voting  rights  required  to 
qualify  as  a  member.  They  provide  three 
situations  where  persons  qualify  as 
members  "per  se,”  by  meeting  particular 
requirements.  In  most  instances  the 
payment  of  regular  dues,  coupled  with 
specified  voting  rights,  is  required  to 
confer  membership.  However,  a 
significant  financial  attachment,  not 
merely  the  payment  of  dues,  or  the  right 
to  vote  for  all  members  of  the 
association’s  highest  governing  body, 
can  also  be  sufficient  by  itself  to  confer 
membership. 

Some  commenters  urged  the 
Commission  to  consider  the  “significant 
financial  or  oiganizational“  lie 
requirement  as  disjxmctive — ^that  is. 


either  a  significant  financial  tie  or  a 
significant  organizational  tie  should  be 
sufficient  to  meet  this  requirement  In 
fact,  while  the  proposed<and  final) 
rules  provide  that,  in  certain  instances, 
a  financial  or  an  organizational  tie  can 
be  so  strong  as  to  in  and  of  itself  confer 
membership  status,  the  Commission's 
experience  has  been  that  most 
organizations  do  not  meet  the 
“significant”  test  for  either  tie.  That  is 
why  the  rules  also  provide  that  a  person 
may  become  a  member  through  a 
combination  of  the  two  requirements. 

On  the  other  hand,  some  commenters 
opposed  the  concept  of  looking  only  to 
financial  ties  to  satisfy  the  requirements 
for  membership,  characterizing  it  as 
allowing  “big  money”  interests  to  “buy 
memberships”  in  membership 
associations.  However,  these  rules  cover 
not  only  issue-oriented  membership 
organizations  (the  focus  of  most  of  the 
comments),  but  also  such  entities  as 
stock  and  commodity  exchanges. 

Members  of  stock  exchanges,  for 
example,  may  pay  tens  of  thousands  of 
dollars  to  acquire  and  retain  their  seats, 
even  though  no  voting  rights  accrue  to 
their  membership.  The  Commission 
therefore  eiffirms  its  view  that  a  financial 
attachment  alone  may  serve  as  a 
sufficient  attachment  of  holders  of  these 
seats,  and  those  in  comparable 
situations,  to  qualify  as  members  for  this 
purpose. 

Under  paragraphs  100.8(b)(4)(iv)(B)(l) 
and  114.1(e)(2)(l)  only  those  persons 
who  have  a  significant  financial 
attachment  to  the  association,  such  as  a 
significant  investment  or  ownership 
stake,  but  not  merely  the  payment  of 
dues,  qualify  as  members  irrespective  of 
whether  they  have  any  concurrent 
voting  rights. 

The  Commission  anticipates  that  most 
members  will  qualify  as  such  pursuant 
to  paragraphs  100.8(b){4)(iv)(B)(2)  and 
114.1(e)(2)(ii).  Under  these  provisions, 
members  are  required  to  pay,  on  a 
regular  basis,  a  specific  amount  of  dues 
that  is  predetermined  by  the  association; 
and  are  entitled  to  vote  directly  either 
for  at  least  one  member  who  has  full 
participatory  and  voting  rights  on  the 
highest  governing  body  of  the 
membership  association,  or  for  those 
who  select  at  least  one  member  who  has 
such  rights.  The  Commission  stresses 
that  so-called  “governance”  voting  is 
required,  as  opposed  to  voting  for  the 
association’s  policies  or  positions.  , 

!  The  NPRM  took  this  same  general  * 
approach  but  proposed  that,  if  dues  j 
were  required,  the  governance  right  j 
would  be  met  only  if  the  member  was  ^ 
entitled  to  vote  directly  either  for  a  | 
majority  of  those  on  the  highest  i 

governing  body  of  the  membership  I 
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association,  or  for  those  who  select  the 
majority  of  those  on  the  highest 
governing  body. 

This  particular  proposal  generated  a 
wide  range  of  comments.  Some 
supported  this  requirement,  and  one 
suggested  that  it  be  strengthened  to 
include  not  only  the  right  to  vote  for, 
but  also  the  right  to  nominate,  a 
majority  or  totality  of  the  board.  Others 
asked  that  the  proposal  be  modified  so 
that  the  right  to  vote  for  a  substantial 
percentage  of  the  board,  but  not  a 
majority,  would  also  be  sufficient  to 
confer  membership.  Still  others  felt  that 
even  less  restrictive  voting 
requirements,  or  no  voting 
requirements,  should  be  sufficient  if 
other  organizational  attachments  were 
present. 

After  reviewing  these  comments  and 
testimony  presented  in  this  rulemaking, 
the  Commission  has  amended  the 
proposed  rule  to  require  that  dues- 
paying  members  be  required  to  vote 
directly  either  for  at  least  one  member 
who  has  full  participatory  and  voting 
rights  on  the  highest  governing  body  of 
the  membership  association,  or  for  those 
who  select  at  least  one  member  who  has 
such  rights.  This  approach  is  consistent 
with  past  Commission  advisory 
opinions  and  enforcement  actions,  and 
meets  many  of  the  objections  from 
commenters  who  felt  the  proposed  rules 
were  overly-restrictive  in  this  area. 

The  Commission  considers  the  NRWC 
decision  to  have  overruled  prior 
advisory  opinions  that  were 
inconsistent  with  its  holding.  However, 
several  advisory  opinions  issued 
following  that  decision,  including 
Advisory  Opinions  1991-24, 1990-18, 
1989-18, 1988-38, 1988-39, 1987-13, 
1986-13, 1984-63, 1984-33,  and  1984- 
22,  have  explicitly  or  implicitly 
required  more  substantial  voting  rights 
than  those  required  by  these  revised 
rules.  Any  such  advisory  opinion  is 
overruled  to  the  extent  it  requires  more 
extensive  voting  rights  than  those 
contained  in  paragraphs 
100.8(b)(4)(iv)(B)  £ind  114.1(e)f2). 

As  already  noted,  some  comuenters 
argued  that  no  governance  rights  should 
be  required.  They  expressed  the  view 
that  other  organizational  attachments, 
such  as  placement  on  a  mailing  list, 
receipt  of  a  membership  card,  or  the 
ability  to  vote  on  policy  statements, 
should  be  a  sufficient  organizational  tie 
for  purposes  of  the  NRWC  decision. 
However,  the  Commission  does  not 
believe  the  alternative  ties 
recommended  as  sufficient  by  these 
commenters,  independent  of  any 
governance  rights,  are  in  fact  sufficient 
to  meet  the  NRIVC  decision’s  test,  as 


applied  in  subsequent  advisory 
opinions  and  enforcement  actions. 

The  Commission  notes  that  the  rules 
require  some  further  organizational  ties, 
in  addition  to  voting:  e.g..  the  ' 
requirements  that  members 
affirmatively  accept  the  association’s 
invitation  to  become  a  member,  and  that 
the  association  expressly  acknowledge 
the  acceptance  of  membership,  such  as 
by  sending  a  membership  card  or 
including  the  member’s  name  on  a 
membership  newsletter  list. 

The  focus  of  the  voting  requirement, 
however,  is  on  more  active  participation 
by  members  in  the  conduct  of  the 
association.  The  Commission  does  not 
believe  that  the  alternative  ties 
recommended  by  these  commenters  are 
in  and  of  themselves  sufficient  to  meet 
the  applicable  standard,  and  has 
therefore  adopted  the  voting 
requirements  discussed  above. 

Some  of  these  commenters  argued 
that,  since  no  all  owners  of  one  share  of 
a  corporation’s  stock  are  allowed  to  vote 
on  corporate  matters,  by  analogy, 
members  of  membership  associations 
should  not  be  required  to  have  the 
voting  rights  proposed  in  the  Notice.  In 
response,  the  Commission  first  notes 
that  the  ^CA  expressly  authorizes 
corporations  to  solicit  contributions  of 
their  PAC’s  from  their  shareholders.  2 
U.S.C.  441b(b)(4)(B).  In  addition,  stock 
ownership  differs  significantly  from  the 
interests  involved  in  this  rulemaking. 
The  ownership  of  even  one  share  of 
stock  provides  a  direct  financial  stake 
and  continuous  equity  interest  in  the 
company.  This  is  substantially  different 
from  the  type  of  relationship  most 
membership  associations  have  with 
their  members. 

Under  paragraphs  100.8(b)(4)(iv)(B)(d) 
and  114.1(e)(2)(iii),  a  person  who  is 
entitled  to  vote  directly  for  all  of  those 
on  the  highest  governing  body  of  a 
membership  association  is  considered  a 
member.  This  corresponds  to 
paragraphs  100.8(b)(4)(iv)(B)(l)  and 
114.1(e)(2)(i),  supra,  which  confer 
membership  on  those  with  a  significant 
financial  attachment  to  the  association. 

A  number  of  commenters  expressed 
concern  that  the  rule  as  published  in  the 
NPRM  would  significantly  tighten 
current  membership  requirements, 
thereby  reducing  the  number  of  people 
from  whom  membership  associations 
could  solicit  contributions.  However, 
the  proposed  rules  were  not  only 
consistent  with  pertinent  Commission 
advisory  opinions,  they  were  even  less 
restrictive  in  some  instances. 

For  example,  in  Advisory  Opinion 
1992-41,  which  was  issued  after  the 
NPRM  was  published  and  the  public 
hearing  held,  the  Commission  ruled  that 


certain  individuals  were  not  "members” 
of  a  non-profit  corporation  for  purposes 
of  2  U.S.C.  441b(b)(4)(C),  even  though 
they  had  the  right  to  vote  for  ail 
members  of  the  corporaticm’s  Board  of 
Directors.  The  fact  that  these 
individuals  paid  only  a  one-time  $25 
membership  fee  was  held  insufficient  to 
meet  the  "financial”  tie  the  Commission 
had  consistently  found  to  be  required 
under  the  NRWC  decision.  However, 
under  both  the  proposed  and  the  final 
rules,  these  individuals  are  considered 
"members”  for  their  voting  rights  alone, 
irrespective  of  any  financial 
contribution.  Advisory  Opinion  1992- 
41  is  thus  overruled  to  the  extent  it 
requires  the  payment  of  dues  in 
addition  to  the  right  to  vote  for  the 
entire  governing  body  to  be  considered 
a  member  of  purposes  of  these  rules. 

Paragraphs  100.8(b)(4)(iv)(C)  and 
114.1(e)(3)  state  that  ffie  Commission 
may  consider,  on  a  case  by  case  basis, 
whether  persons  who  have  a  significant 
financial  and  organizational  attachment 
to  the  association  that  does  not  precisely 
fit  any  of  the  circumstances  set  forth  in 
paragraphs  100.8(b)(4)(iv)(B)  and 
114.1(e)(2)  may  nevertheless  qualify  as 
members  vmder  these  rules. 

For  example,  some  commenters 
requested  that  the  dues  requirement  be 
waived  for  retired  members,  both  in 
recognition  of  the  reduced 
circumstances  sometimes  faced  hy 
retirees  and  in  appreciation  for  the  long¬ 
time  support  provided  by  these 
members.  Also,  some  organizations 
confer  "lifetime”  status,  either  qpon  a 
one-time  payment  of  a  substantial  sum, 
or  after  payment  of  regular  dues  for  a 
specified  period  of  time. 

Advisory  Opinion  1987-5  allowed  a 
membership  organization  to  continue  to 
solicit  from  "life  members,”  a  class  of 
persons  composed  of  individuals  who 
had  paid  regular  dues  for  at  least  10 
consecutive  years  immediately 
preceding  the  year  they  reached  age  65 
or  older.  "Life  members”  were  no  longer 
required  to  pay  annual  dues,  but  they 
retained  all  the  privileges  of  regular 
members,  including  the  "right  to  full 
voting  participation.”  The  ^mmission 
concluded  that  these  individuals  had 
"made  a  substantial  financial 
commitment  to  the  Association, 
effectively  prepaying  a  lifetime  dues 
obligation  %  the  payments”  made  in 
the  qualifying  period. 

One  organization  testified  at  the 
hearing  on  these  rules  that  it  confers 
voting  rights  on  "lifetime  members,” 
defined  by  the  organization  as  those 
who  make  a  substantial  "up  front” 
contribution  equal  to  at  least  five  years 
of  annual  dues.  Others  gain  these  rights 
only  after  five  consecutive  years  of 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  166  /  Monday,  August  30,  1993  /  Rules  and  Regulations  45773 


paying  dues.  Paragraphs  each  seat  on  a  stock  exchange  or  the  state  and  the  national  tiers,  all  levels 

100.8(b)(4)(iv)(C)  and  114.1{eK3)  state  comparable  organization,  only  one  can  cross-solicit  across  all  three  tiers, 

that  the  Commission  may  consider  on  a  person  per  seat  should  be  considered  a  For  example,  one  membership 
case  by  case  basis  whether  such  member  for  section  441b(b)(4)(C)  organization  stated  in  its  comments  that 

persons,  or  those  in  comparable  purposes.  In  those  opinions,  the  members  of  each  of  its  local  societies 

situations,  have  such  significant  Commission  held  that,  in  most  elect  a  delegate  to  the  state  society,  and 

financial  and/or  organizational  instances,  the  owner  of  the  seat  (rather  the  state  society  elects  a  delegate  to  the 

attachments  to  the  association  as  to  than  the  lessee)  should  be  considered  national  governing  body.  In  addition, 

qualify  as  members  under  this  rule.  the  member  of  the  organization.  The  members  of  local  arid  state  societies  pay 

Even  though  the  “life  members”  only  situation  in  which  the  lessee  dues  to  those  societies,  which  in  turn 

involved  in  Advisory  Opinion  1987-5  would  be  considered  the  member  would  forward  a  portion  of  those  funds  as  dues 
retained  the  full  voting  rights  of  other  occur  if  the  lessee  acquired  all  of  the  to  the  national  society.  These  ties 

members,  paragraphs  100.8(b)(4){iv)(C)  lessor’s  voting  rights  and  obligations  to  between  the  national  emd  local  societies 
and  114.1(e)(3)  require  only  that  those  pay  dues,  fees,  and  other  charges  of  this  association  are  such  that  the 

considered  for  membership  under  this  assessed  during  the  term  of  the  lease.  national  may  solicit  from  members  of 

provision  “retain  voting  rights  in  the  Some  commenters  read  the  NPRM  as  the  locals. 

association.”  The  Commission  intends,  conferring  membership  status  on  both  The  Commission  has  consistently 
however,  that  this  provision  incorporate  owners  and  lessees  of  such  seats.  These  held  that,  absent  such  attachments, 
the  requirement  set  forth  in  paragraphs  commenters  eugued  that  both  classes  multi-tiered  organizations  cannot  solicit 

100.8(b)(4)(iv)(B)(2)  and  114.1(e){2)(ii)  have  sufficiently  strong  financial  and  across  all  tiers.  E.g.,  Advisory  Opinions 

that  members  be  required  to  vote  for  “at  organizational  attachments  to  qualify  as  1981-23, 1991-24, 1992-9.  However, 
least  one  member  who  has  full  solicitable  members,  and  urged  the  based  on  comments  and  testimony 

participatory  and  voting  rights”  on  the  Commission  to  so  state  in  adopting  the  received  in  connection  with  this 
association’s  highest  governing  body,  or  final  rule.  However,  the  Commission  rulemaking,  the  Conunission  believes 

for  those  who  select  one  such  member.  believes  that  Advisory  Opinions  1987-  that  an  exception  to  this  general  rule  is 
Some  comments  were  received  from  31, 1988-38  and  1988-39  should  remain  justified  in  the  case  of  farm 

associations  that  have  “student,”  controlling  in  this  situation.  As  long  as  cooperatives,  as  defined  in  the 

“apprentice,”  or  other  membership  there  is  only  one  membership  involved.  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1929, 12 

categories  with  no  or  nominal  dues,  it  is  inappropriate  to  allow  more  than  U.S.C.  1141j,  as  well  as  to  those  entities 

based  on  such  members’  perceived  one  person  to  be  considered  a  member.  eligible  for  assistance  under  the  Riual 

inability  to  pay  higher  dues.  Paragraphs  Paragraphs  100.8(b)(iv)(4)(iv)(D)  and  Electrification  Act  of  1936  as  amended, 
100.8(b)(4)(iv)(C)  and  144.1(e)(3)  state  114.1(e)(4)  state  that  members  of  a  local  7  U.S.C.  901-950aa-l. 

that  those  in  this  situation  may  also  be  union  are  considered  to  be  members  of  A  cooperative  is  a  voluntary  economic 
considered  members  for  purposes  of  any  national  or  international  Union  of  association  organized  to  provide 

these  rules  on  a  case  by  case  basis.  For  which  the  local  union  is  a  part  and  of  economic  services,  without  gain,  to 

example,  student  members  who  pay  a  emy  federation  with  which  the  local,  itself,  and  to  the  members  who  own  and 

lower  amoimt  of  dues  while  in  school  national,  or  international  imion  is  control  it.  Two  or  more  cooperatives 

may  be  considered  members  as  long  as  affiliated.  This  language  follows  that  of  may  join  together  to  form  a  federated 

they  hold  some  voting  rights  in  the  the  former  rules.  cooperative,  thereby  increasing  the 

association.  .  ka  h  h-  types  of  goods  and/or  services  provided 

Some  associations  confer  “honorary  Section  114.7  Membership  to  their  members, 

membership”  status  on  individual  non-  Organizations,  Cooperatives,  or  While  members  of  federated  farm  and 

members  who  have  provided  some  Corporations  Without  Capital  Stock  rural  electric  cooperatives  do  not  have 

service  to  the  association,  performed  The  provisions  of  paragraphs  the  precise  financial  and  organizational 

public  service  of  a  type  supported  by  100.8(b)(4)(iv)(B)  and  114.1(e)(2)  that  ties  required  by  these  rules,  they 

the  association,  or  undertj^en  some  require  both  a  financial  and  an  nevertheless  have  significant  ties  that 

comparable  activity.  Often  honorary  organizational  attachment  for  members  cross-cut  all  levels  of  organization.  The 

members  need  not  pay  dues,  and  do  not  of  most  membership  associations  clearly  Commission  believes  these 

participate  in  the  governance  of  the  include  two-tiered  associations,  such  as  cooperatives’  structure  and  organization 

association.  Nevertheless,  some  those  in  which  members  vote  for  are  comparable  to  that  of  federations  of 

commenters  asked  that  they  be  delegates  to  a  convention,  emd  those  trade  associations,  defined  at  11  CFR 

considered  part  of  the  membership  delegates  elect  those  who  serve  on  the  114.8(g)(1)  as  organizations  representing 

class.  association’s  highest  governing  body.  trade  associations  involved  in  the  same 

The  Commission  believes  that  the  The  NPRM  sought  comments  on  or  an  allied  line  of  commerce.  Such 

same  requirements  that  apply  to  whether  this  approach  should  be  federations  are  authorized  to  solicit 

solicitation  of  an  association’s  general  expanded  to  three-  or  more-tiered  members  of  the  federation’s  regional, 

membership  should  also  apply  to  its  associations,  such  as  those  with  State  or  local  affiliates  or  members 

solicitation  of  honorary  members.  That  national,  state,  and  local  affiliates.  under  certain  circumstances.  11  CFR 

is,  unless  such  members  meet  the  same  Several  multi-tiered  associations  114.8(g).  In  addition,  a  corporation  or 

financial  and  organizational  attachment  responded,  all  arguing  that  the  approach  SSF  established  by'a  corporation  may 

standards  as  do  other  members,  they  should  be  expanded  at  least  through  solicit  the  executive  or  administrative 

should  not  be  considered  members  for  three-tiered  associations.  personnel  of  all  its  subsidiaries, 

solicitation  purposes.  The  Commission  believes  the  same  branches,  divisions  and  affiliates  and 

Some  commenters  urged  that  the  criteria  that  govern  solicitation  by  two-  their  families.  11  CFR  114.5(g)(1). 

proposed  rules  be  amended,  or  tiered  associations  should  govern  that  of  Because  the  structure  of  those  entities 

interpreted,  so  as  to  overturn  the  results  three-  or  more-tiered  associations.  That  covered  for  the  first  time  by  these  new 

in  Advisor}'  Opinions  1987-31, 1988-38  is,  if  members  of  the  local  level  of  an  rules  differs  from  the  membership 

and  1988-39.  These  opinions  held  that,  association  with  national,  state  and  associations  defined  at  11  CFR 

since  only  one  membership  exists  for  local  tiers  have  the  requisite  ties  to  both  100.8(b)(4)(iv)  and  114.1(e),  the 
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Commission  believes  that  the  new 
language  authorizing  this  indirect 
solicitation  should  not  be  included  in 
these  sections.  Rather,  the  Commission 
is  adding  a  new  paragraph  (k)  for  this 
piupose  to  11  ora  114.7,  which 
disciisses  the  general  solicitation  rights 
of  membership  organizations, 
cooperatives,  and  corporations  without 
capitol  stock. 

Paragraph  (k)(l}  states  that  a  federated 
cooperative  as  defined  in  the 
Agricultruel  Marketing  Act  of  1929, 12 
U.S.C.  1141j,  or  a  rural  cooperative 
eligible  for  assistance  tmder  Chapter  31 
of  Title  7  of  the  United  States  Code,  may 
solicit  the  members  of  the  cooperative’s 
regional.  State  or  local  affiliates, 
provided  that  all  of  the  political 
committees  established,  financed, 
maintained  or  controlled  by  the 
cooperative  and  its  regional.  State  or 
local  affiliates  are  considered  one 
political  committee  for  the  purposes  of 
the  limitations  set  forth  at  11  CFR  110.1 
and  110.2.  Under  these  rules,  two  or 
more  affiliated  committees  are  treated  as 
a  single  committee  for  the  purposes  of 
the  FECA’s  contribution  limits,  so  that 
all  contributions  made  or  received  by 
affiliated  committees  count  against  the 
same  limits.  See  11  CFR  110.3(a)(1). 

The  National  Council  of  Farmer 
Cooperatives  ("NCFC”),  an  association 
that  represents  more  than  90%  of  all 
farm  cooperatives,  recommended  in  its 
comment  that,  to  avoid  overreaching, 
the  Commission  utilize  the  definition  of 
‘‘cooperative  associations”  set  forth  in 
the  Agricultiual  Marketing  Act  of  1929, 
supra.  That  language,  which  was 
developed  to  describe  associations 
eligible  for  special  credit  programs, 
defines  ‘‘cooperative  association”  as 
‘‘any  association  in  which  farmers  act 
together  in  processing,  preparing  for 
market,  handling,  an^or  marketing  the 
farm  products  so  engaged,  and  also 
*  *  *  any  association  in  which  farmers 
act  together  in  purchasing,  testing, 
grading,  processing,  distribution,  and/or 
furnishing  farm  supplies  and/or  farm 
business  services.”  The  statute  contains 
various  additional  safeguards  as  to 
permissible  lines  of  business,  operation, 
and  member  control  required  of  such 
associations. 

The  Commission  believes  that  this 
same  approach  should  be  extended  to 
rural  utility  cooperatives  that  are 
eligible  for  assistance  vmder  the  REA. 
These  cooperatives  function  much  as 
discussed  above,  so  the  same  reasoning 
can  be  used  to  justify  this  treatment. 
Paragraph  (k)(l)  thus  incorporates  both 
federated  cooperatives  as  defined  in  42 
U.S.C.  1141)  and  cooperatives  that  are 
eligible  for  assistance  under  the  REA. 
The  affiliation  requirement  is  consistent 


with  the  rule  governing  indirect 
solicitation  by  federations  of  trade 
associations,  11  CFR  114.8(g). 

Paragraph  (k)(2)  incorporates  by 
reference  the  general  requimnents  on 
disbursements  for  communications  in 
connecticHi  with  a  Federal  election  to  a 
restricted  class  foimd  at  11  CFR  114.3. 

As  already  noted,  the  Commission  has 
held  in  the  past  that  agricultural  and 
rural  utility  cooperatives  could  not  cross 
solicit  between  more  than  two  tiers.  See, 
e.g..  Advisory  Opinions  1980—48, 1981— 
23,  and  1992-9.  These  holdings  are  now 
overruled. 

Other  Concerns  Raised  by  Commenters 

One  conunenter,  who  represents  a 
non-profit  ideological  coiporation  that 
he  believes  to  be  exempt  nom  the 
FECA’s  ban  on  independent  corporate 
expenditures  under  the  Supreme  Court’s 
decision  in  FECw.  Massachusetts 
CiUzensforUfe  ("MCFL*%  479  U.S.  238 
(1986),  argued  that  that  case  also 
prohibits  the  application  of  the 
‘‘member”  rules  to  such  organizations. 
However,  the  MCFL  Court  never 
addressed  the  question  of  solicitations 
for  PAC’s  or  partisan  communications  to 
members. 

Rather,  the  case  involved  funds  raised 
for  the  organization  that  could  be  used, 
inter  alia,  for  independent  expenditures. 
These  funds  are  different  finm 
contributions  solicited  firom  members  to 
be  used  to  support  a  PAC.  It  is  these 
latter  funds  that  serve  as  the  basis  for 
this  rulemaking. 

The  MCFL  Court  made  a  clear 
distinction  between  expenditures  and 
contributions,  holding  that  greater 
restrictions  can  apply  in  the  case  of 
contributions.  Since  contributions  to  the 
PAC’s  of  these  corporations  can  be 
limited,  it  logically  follows  that  the 
solicitation  restrictions  contained  in 
these  rules  apply  as  well. 

One  commenter  argued  that  the 
proposed  rule  would  violate  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C.  601- 
612,  because  it  would  have  a 
“significant  economic  impact”  on  a 
number  of  small  entities.  However,  the 
cost  of  any  required  action,  such  as 
amending  an  association’s  articles  of 
incorporation  or  by-laws,  should  not  be 
significant.  The  comment  objected,  in 
particular,  to  the  voting  requirements 
proposed  in  the  NPRM,  as  well  as  to  the 
imposition  of  any  voting  rights  as  a 
precondition  of  membership.  However, 
as  discussed  above,  the  Commission 
believes  that  some  voting  rights  are 
mandated  by  the  Supreme  ^\irt’s 
NRWC  decision,  as  interpreted  in  a 
number  of  advisory  opinions,  so  any 
small  entities  affected  by  the  rule 
should  already  have  been  complying 


with  these  requirements.  Moreover,  the 
requirements  have  been  modified  so 
that  the  right  to  vote  for  only  one 
member  of  the  association’s  highest 
governing  body,  or  those  who  select  one 
such  member,  is  sufficient  to  confer 
membership.  This  is  substantially  less 
restrictive  that  the  standard  proposed  in 
the  NPRM,  and  also  than  that  applied  in 
previous  Commission  advisory  opinions 
and  enforcement  actions.  Thus,  rather 
than  imposing  a  significant  burden,  the 
rules  lessen  a  long-standing 
requirement. 

Certification  of  No  Effect  Pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C  60S(b)  (Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act) 

The  attached  rules  do  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

The  basis  for  this  certification  is  that 
any  small  entities  affected  are  already 
required  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Federal  Election 
Campaign  Act  in  this  area. 

List  of  Subjects 
11  CFR  Part  100 

Elections. 

11  CFRPartlU 

Business  and  industry.  Elections, 
Labor. 

For  reasons  set  out  in  the  preamble, 
subchapter  A,  chapter  I  of  title  11  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  100-SCOPE  AND  DEFINITIONS 
(2  U.S.C.  431) 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  100 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority;  2  U.S.C  431, 438(aK8). 

2.  Section  100.8  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)(4)(iv)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 00.8  Expenditure  (2  U.S.C.  431(9)). 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(4)  *  *  * 

(iv)  (A)  For  pxirposes  of  paragraph 
(b)(4)(iv)  of  this  section,  membership 
association  means  a  membership 
organization,  trade  association, 
cooperative,  corporation  without  capital 
sto(±,  or  a  local,  national,  or 
international  labor  orcanization  that 

(1)  Expressly  provides  for  “members’* 
in  its  articles  and  by-laws; 

(2)  Expressly  solicits  members;  and 

(3)  Expressly  acknowledges  the 
acceptance  of  membership,  such  as  by 
senc^g  a  membership  card  or  inclusion 
on  a  membership  newsletter  list. 

(B)  For  purposes  of  paragraph  (b)(4)  of 
this  section,  members  means  all  persons 
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who  are  currently  satisfying  the 
requirements  for  membership  in  a 
membership  association,  affirmatively 
accept  the  membership  association’s 
invitation  to  become  a  member,  and 
either: 

[1]  Have  some  significant  financial 
attachment  to  the  membership 
association,  such  as  a  signiHcant 
investment  or  ownership  stake  (but  not 
merely  the  payment  of  dues): 

(2)  Are  required  to  pay  on  a  regular 
basis  a  specific  amount  of  dues  that  is 
predetermined  by  the  association  and 
are  entitled  to  vote  directly  either  for  at 
least  one  member  who  has  full 
participatory  and  voting  rights  on  the 
highest  governing  body  of  the 
membership  association,  or  for  those 
who  select  at  least  one  member  of  those 
on  the  highest  governing  body  of  the 
membership  association;  or 

(5)  Are  entitled  to  vote  directly  for  all 
of  those  on  the  highest  governing  body 
of  the  membership  association. 

(C)  Notwithstanding  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (b){4)(iv)(B)(2)  of  this 
section,  the  Commission  may 
determine,  on  a  case  by  case  basis,  that 
persons  seeking  to  be  considered 
members  of  a  membership  association 
for  purposes  of  this  section  have  a 
signiHcant  organizational  and  Hnancial 
attachment  to  the  association  under 
circumstances  that  do  not  precisely 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  general 
rule.  For  example,  student  members 
who  pay  a  lower  amount  of  dues  while 
in  school  or  long  term  dues  paying 
members  who  qualify  for  lifetime 
membership  status  with  little  or  no  dues 
obligation  may  be  considered  members 
if  they  retain  voting  rights  in  the 
association. 

(D)  Notwithstanding  the  requirements 
of  paragraphs  (b)(4)(iv)(B)(I)  through  (3) 
of  this  section,  members  of  a  local  union 
are  considered  to  be  members  of  any 
national  or  international  union  of  which 
the  local  union  is  a  part  and  of  any 
federation  with  which  the  local, 
national,  or  international  union  is 
affiliated. 

ik  4r  *  *  * 


PART  114-CORPORATE  AND  LABOR 
ORGANIZATION  ACTIVITY 

3.  The  authority  citation  for  part  114 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  2  U.S.C.  431(B)(B),  431(9)(B), 

432,  437d(aK8),  438(a)(8),  and  441b. 

4.  Section  114.1  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§114.1  Definitions. 
***** 

(e)(1)  Membership  association  means 
a  membership  organization,  trade 
association,  cooperative,  corporation 
without  capital  stock,  or  a  local, 
national,  or  international  labor 
organization  that 

(1)  Expressly  provides  for  “members” 
in  its  articles  and  by-laws; 

(ii)  Expressly  solicits  members;  and 

(iii)  Expressly  acknowledges  the 
acceptance  of  membership,  such  as  by 
sending  a  membership  card  or  inclusion 
on  a  membership  newsletter  list. 

(2)  Members  means  all  persons  who 
are  currently  satisfying  the  requirements 
for  membership  in  a  membership 
association,  affirmatively  accept  the 
membership  association’s  invitation  to 
become  a  member,  and  either: 

(i)  Have  some  signiHcant  Hnancial 
attachment  to  the  membership 
association,  such  as  a  signiHcant 
investment  or  ownership  stake  (but  not 
merely  the  payment  of  dues); 

(ii)  Are  required  to  pay  on  a  regular 
basis  a  speciHc  amount  of  dues  that  is 
predetermined  by  the  association  and 
are  entitled  to  vote  directly  either  for  at 
least  one  member  who  has  fully 
participatory  and  voting  rights  on  the 
highest  governing  body  of  the 
membership  association,  or  for  those 
who  select  at  least  one  member  of  those 
on  the  highest  governing  body  of  the 
membership  association;  or 

(iii)  Are  entitled  to  vote  directly  for  all 
of  those  on  the  highest  governing  body 
of  the  membership  association. 

(3)  Notwithstanding  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (e)(2)(ii)  of  this  section,  the 
Commission  may  determine,  on  a  case 
by  case  basis,  that  persons  seeking  to  be 
considered  members  of  a  membership 
association  for  purposes  of  this  section 


have  a  signiHcant  organizational  and 
Hnancial  attachment  to  the  association 
under  circumstances  that  do  not 
precisely  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
general  rule.  For  example,  student 
members  who  pay  a  lower  amount  of 
dues  while  in  school  or  long  term  dues 
paying  members  who  qualify  for 
lifetime  membership  status  with  little  or 
no  dues  obligation  may  be  considered 
members  if  they  retain  voting  rights  in 
the  association. 

(4)  Notwithstanding  the  requirements 
of  paragraphs  (e)(2)  (i)  through  (iii)  of 
this  section,  members  of  a  local  union 
are  considered  to  be  members  of  any 
national  or  international  union  of  which 
the  local,  union  is  a  part  and  of  any 
federation  with  which  the  local, 
national,  or  a  international  union  is 
afHliated. 

***** 

5.  In  section  114.7,  paragraph  (k)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1 1 4.7  Membership  organizations, 
cooperatives,  or  corporations  without 
capitai  stock. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(k)(l)  A  federated  cooperative  as 
deHned  in  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Act  of  1929, 12  U.S.C.  1141j,  or  a  rural 
cooperative  eligible  for  assistance  under 
chapter  31  or  title  7  of  the  United  States 
Code,  may  solicit  the  members  of  the 
cooperative’s  regional,  state  or  local 
afHliates,  provided  that  all  of  the 
political  committees  established, 
Hnanced,  maintained  or  controlled  by 
the  cooperative  and  its  regional.  State  or 
local  afHliates  are  considered  one 
political  committee  for  the  purposes  of 
the  limitations  in  11  CFR  110.1  and 
110.2. 

(2)  A  cooperative  as  described  in 
paragraph  (k)(l)  of  this  section  may 
make  communications  to  its  members 
under  the  provisions  of  11  CFR  114.3. 

Dated:  August  25. 1993. 

Scott  E.  Hiomas, 

Chairman,  Federal  Election  Commission. 
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4271 5. 42923, 44483, 44484, 
45311 

74 . 42522 

76 . 42047,  42275,  43853, 

45084,45312 

48  CFR 

249 . 43285 

252 . .• . 43285 

709 . 42254 

726 . 42254 
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737 . 

_ 42254 

752 . 

. 42254 

99S . 

. 42688 

952 . 

.42688,  43287 

970 . 

. 43287 

1819 . 

_ 42878 

1833 . 

. 44462 

1837 . 

_ 44463 

185?  . 

. 44463 

Proposed  Rules: 

503 . 

. 42715 

515 . 

. 42715 

552 . 

. 42715 

1805 . 

. 43854 

1819 . 

. . 42878 

1839 . 

. 43854 

1852 . 

. 43854 

49  CFR 

192 . 

. 45268 

193 . 

. 45268 

195 . 

_ 45268 

218 . 43287 

390 . 44463 

541 . 44775 

571 . 41638,  45065.45459 

671 . 42690 

1000 . 41989 

1002 . 43294 

1019 . 42026 

1039 . 43817 

1102 . 42026 

1105 . 44619 

Proposed  Rules: 

393 . 44485 

531 . 41228 

552 . 41077 

571 . 41078,42924,  45312, 

45476 

594 . 41681 

1002 . 42276 

1035 . 43092 

1312 . 41684,  42276,  42277, 

44318 


50  CFR 

17 . 41378,  41384,  43818, 

44734 

20 . 44576,  45392 

32 . 42879 

215  . 42027 

216  . 42030,  45066 

226  . : . 45269 

227  . 43820 

285 . 44776,  45074,  45286 

625 . 41191,45075 

630 . 42880 

646 . 41438 

661 . 42030,  43562,  44778 

672 . 41438,  41191,41640, 

42255, 42256. 42503. 42694, 
42758, 43412, 44287, 44889 

675 . 41325,  42031,  42695. 

44136. 44465, 42758. 43297, 
45076.45377 

Proposed  Rules: 

15 . 42926 


17 . 41231,41237.41684, 

41688. 41690, 41696, 41700. 
4271?, 43856, 43857, 43860, 
44643.45085.45748 

20 . 43192,  44590 

226 . 41454 

625 . 44318 

650 . 42522 

672 . 44643 

675 . 44643 
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CFR  CHECKUST 


This  checklist,  prepared  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  is 
published  weekly.  It  is  arranged  in  the  order  of  CFR  titles,  stock 
numbers,  prices,  and  revision  dates. 

An  asterisk  (*)  precedes  each  entry  that  has  been  issued  since  last 
week  and  which  is  now  available  for  sale  at  the  Government  Printing 
Office. 

A  checklist  of  current  CFR  volumes  comprising  a  complete  CFR  set, 
also  appears  in  the  latest  issue  of  the  LSA  (List  of  CFR  Sections 
Affected,  which  is  revised  rrxKithly. 

The  annual  rate  for  subscription  to  all  revised  volumes  is  $775.(X) 
domestic,  $193.75  additional  for  foreign  mailing. 

Mail  orders  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Attn:  New  Orders, 
P.O.  Box  371954,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15250-7954.  All  orders  must  be 
accompanied  by  remittance  (check,  morrey  order,  GPO  Deposit 
Account,  VISA,  or  Master  Card).  Charge  orders  may  be  telephoned 
to  the  GPO  Order  Desk,  Monday  through  Friday,  at  (202)  783-3238 
from  8:00  am.  to  4:00  p.m.  eastern  time,  or  FAX  your  charge  orders 
to  (202)  512-2233. 


Title 

Stock  Number 

Price 

Revision  Date 

1, 2  (2  Resenred) . 

...  (869-019-00001-1)  .... 

..  $15.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

3  (1992  Compilation 
and  Ports  100  and 
101) . 

..  (869-019-00002-0) .... 

..  17.00 

•Jon. 1, 1993 

4 . 

...  (869-019-00003-8) .... 

..  5.50 

Jan.  1,  1993 

5  Parts: 

1-499  . 

,..(869-019-00004-6) .... 

..  21.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

700-1199  . 

...  (869-019-000054) .... 

..  17.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

1200-End,  6  (6 
Reserved) . 

...  (869-019-00006-2)  .... 

..  21.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

7  Parts: 

0-26 . 

..  (869-019-00007-1) .... 

.  20.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

27-45  . 

..  (869-019-00008-9) .... 

.  13.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

46-51  . . . 

..  (869019-00009-7)  .... 

.  20.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

52  . 

..(8694)19-00010-1) .... 

.  28.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

53-209  . 

..  (869-01900011-9) .... 

.  21.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

210-299  . 

..  (869-019-00012-7)  .... 

.  30.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

300-399  . 

..(8690194)0013-5).... 

.  15.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

400-699  . 

..  (869-019-00014-3) .... 

.  17.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

700-899  . 

..  (869-019-00015-1) .... 

.  21.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

900-999  . 

..  (8694)19-00016-0)  .... 

.  33.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

1000-1059  . 

..(869-019-00017-8) .... 

.  20.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

1060-1119  . 

..  (8694)19-00018-6) .... 

.  13.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

1120-1199  . 

..  (8694)19-00019-4)  .... 

.  11.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

1200-1499  . 

..  (869-019-00020-8)  .... 

.  27.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

1500-1899  . 

..  (869-0194)0021-6) .... 

.  17.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

1900-1939  . 

..  (869-019-00022-4)  .... 

.  13.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

1940-1949  . 

..  (869019-00023-2)  .... 

.  27.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

1950-1999  . 

..  (869-019-00024-1)  .... 

.  32.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

2000-End . 

..  (869-019-00025-9) .... 

.  12.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

8  . . 

..  (869-019-00026-7)  .... 

.  20.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

9  Parts: 

1-199  . 

...  (869-019-00027-5) .... 

..  27.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

200-End  . 

...  (8694)19-00028-3) .... 

..  21.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

10  Parts: 

0-50  . 

..  (869-019-00029-1) ... 

..  29.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

51-199  . 

..  (869-019-00030-5) ... 

..  21.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

200-399  . : . 

..  (869019-00031-3) ... 

..  15.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

400^99 . 

..  (869-019-00032-1) ... 

..  20.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

500-End  . 

..  (8694)19-00033-0) ... 

..  33.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

11  . 

..  (869-019-00034-8) ... 

..  13.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

12  Parts: 

1-199  . 

...  (869-019-00035-6)  ... 

..  11.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

200-219  . 

...  (869-019-00036-4) ... 

..  15.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

220-299  . 

...  (869-019-00037-2) ... 

..  26.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

30I1499 . 

...  (8694)19-00035-1)  ... 

..  21.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

500-599  . 

...  (869019-00039-9)  ... 

..  19.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

600-End  . 

...  (869-019-00040-2)  ... 

..  28.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

13  . 

...  (869-019-00041-1)  ... 

..  28.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

Title 

Stock  Number 

Price 

Revision  Date 

14  Parts: 

1-59  . 

. (869-019-00042-9) . 

29.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

60-139 . 

. (869-019-00043-7) ..... 

26.00 

Jon.  1, 

1993 

140-199  . 

. (869-019-00044-5) ..... 

12.00 

Jon.  1, 

1993 

200-1199  . 

. (869-019-00045-3) ..... 

22.00 

Jon.  1. 

1993 

1200-End . 

. (869-019-00046-1) . 

16.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

15  Parts: 

0-299  . 

. (869-019-00047-0)  ..... 

.  1400 

Jon.  1,  1993 

300-799  . 

. (869^)19-00048-8) . 

.  2500 

Jon.  1, 

1993 

800-End  . 

. (869-019-00049-6) ..... 

.  19.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

16  Parts: 

0-149  . 

. (869-019-00050-0) . 

7.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

150-999  . 

. (869-019-00051-8) . 

.  17.00 

Jon.  1, 

1993 

lOOO-End . 

. (869-019-00052-6) ..... 

..  2400 

Jon.  1, 1993 

17  Parts: 

1-199  . 

. (869-019-00054-2) . 

..  18.00 

Apr.  1, 

1993 

200-239  . 

. (869-017-00055-8) . 

..  17.00 

Apr.  1,  1992 

240-End  . 

. (869-017-00056-6) . 

..  24.00 

Apr.  1,  1992 

18  Parts: 

1-149  . 

. (869-019-00057-7) . 

..  16.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

150-279  . 

.......  (869-019^)0058-5) . 

..  19.00 

Apr.  1, 

1993 

280-399  . 

...  (869-019-00059-3) . 

..  1500 

Apr.  1, 

1993 

400-End  . 

. (469-019-00060-7) . 

..  1000 

Apr,  1,  1993 

19  Parts: 

1-199  . 

. (869-019-00061-5) . 

..  3500 

Apr.  1,  1993 

200-End  . . . 

. (869-019-00062-3) .... 

..  11.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

20  Parts: 

1-399  . 

. (869-019^)0063-1) .... 

..  19.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

400499 . 

. (869-019-00064-0) .... 

..  31.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

500-End  . 

. (869-019-00065-8) .... 

..  30.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

21  Parts: 

1-99  . 

. (869-019-00066-6) .... 

..  15.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

100-169  . 

. (869-017-00067-1) .... 

..  14.00 

Apr.  1 

1992 

170-199  . 

. (869-019-00065-2) .... 

..  20.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

200-299  . 

. (869-019-00069-1) .... 

6.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

300499 . 

. (869^)19-00070-4) .... 

..  34.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

500-599  . 

. (869-019-00071-2) .... 

..  2100 

Afx.  1 

1993 

600-799  . 

. (869-019-00072-1) .... 

800 

Apr.  1 

1993 

800-1299  . 

. (869-019-00073-9) .... 

..  2200 

Apr.  1 

1993 

1300-End . 

. (869-019-00074-7)  .... 

..  12.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

22  Parts: 

1-299  . 

. (869-019-00075-5)  .... 

..  3000 

Apr.  1, 

1993 

300-End  . 

. (869-019-00076-3)  .... 

..  22.00 

Apr.  1, 

1993 

23  . 

. (869-019-00077-1)  .... 

..  21.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

24  Parts: 

*0-199  . . 

. (869-019-00078-0)  .... 

..  38.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

200-499  . 

. (869-019-00079-8)  .... 

..  36.00 

Apr.  1, 

1993 

500499 . 

. (869-019-00080-1) .... 

..  17.00 

Apr.  1, 

1993 

700-1699  . 

. (869-019-00081-0)  .... 

..  39.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

1700-End . 

. (869-019^)0082-8)  .... 

..  15.00 

Apr.  1, 

1993 

25  . 

. (869-019-00083-6)  .... 

..  31.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

26  Parts: 

§§1.0-1-1.60 . 

. (869-019-00084-4)  .... 

..  21.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

§§1.61-1.169 . 

. (869^)19-00085-2) .... 

..  37.00 

Apr.  1, 

1993 

§§1.170-1.300  . 

. .  (869-019-00086-1)  .... 

..  23.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

§§1.301-1.400  . 

. (869-019-00087-9)  .... 

..  21.00 

A(X.  1 

1993 

§§1.401-1.440  . 

. (869-019-00085-7)  .... 

..  31.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

§§1.441*1.500  . 

. (869-019-00089-5)  .... 

..  23.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

§§1.501-1.640  . 

. (869-019-00090-9)  .... 

..  20.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

§§1.641-1.850  . 

. (869-019-00091-7)  .... 

..  24.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

§§1.851-1.907  . 

. (869-019-00092-5)  .... 

..  27.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

§§1.908-1.1000  . 

. (869-019-00093-3)  .... 

..  26.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

§§1.1001-1.1400  ... 

. (869-019-00094-1)  .... 

..  22.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

§§  1.1401-End  . 

. (869-019-00095-0)  .... 

..  31.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

^29 . 

. (869-019-00096-8)  .... 

..  23.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

30-39  . 

. (869-019-00097-6)  .... 

..  18.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

40-49  . 

. (869-(Jl9-00098-4)  .... 

..  13.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

50-299 . 

. (869-019-00099-2)  .... 

..  13.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

300-499  . 

. (869-01 7-0010(H))  .... 

..  23.00 

Apr.  1 

1993 

500-599  . 

. (869-019-00101-8)  .... 

..  6.00 

4Apr.  1,  1990 

VI 
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tm 

Slock  ItaBbor 

Prtos 

RavWonOsis 

600-End _ 

. (869-0194)0102-6) _ 

850 

Apr.  ),  1993 

27  Parts: 

1-199 _ 

- (869-0194)0103-4) _ 

37.00 

Apr.  1. 1993 

20(Knd _ 

- (869-019-00104-2) _ 

1150 

•Apr.  1. 1991 

28 _ _ 

_ _ (8694)17-001044)) 

3750 

July  1.  1992 

29  Parts: 

(W9 . 

_ _ (8694)17-00)05-8) _ 

1950 

July  1  199? 

100-499  . 

. (860^41134)010^) . 

950 

July  i  1992 

500-899 

_  ....  (8694)17-00107-^ 

32-00 

July  }  1992 

900-1899  . 

. (8690174)0108-2) ...... 

l&OO 

July  1, 1992 

1900-1910  (§§  1901.1  to 

I9ia999) . 

- (8694)17-00109-1) _ 

29.00 

Aiy  1, 1992 

1910  (§§  )9)0.)(XD  to 

end) _ 

. (869-017-00110-4) _ 

1650 

July  1,  1992 

1911-1925  . 

_ (8694)17-00111-2) _ 

9.00 

•July  1,  1969 

1926  _ _ 

. (8694)17-001)2-1) 

1450 

Jidy  1  1992 

1927-End . . 

. . (869-017-00113^ _ 

3om 

July  i,  1992 

30  Parts: 

1-199  . 

. (869-017-00114-7) . 

25.00 

July  1, 1992 

200-699  _ _ 

. .  (869-0174)0115-5) 

1950 

July  1,  1992 

700-End  . . 

. . (869-017-00116-3). 

2550 

July  1, 1992 

31  Parts: 

0-199  . . 

. . (869-017-001)7-1)  .. 

ITLOO 

July  1  1992 

200-End  . 

. (8694)17-00118-0) . 

25.00 

July  }  1992 

32  Parts: 

1-39,  Vol  1 . 

15.00 

>July  1,  1984 

1-39,  Vol.  n . 

19.00 

2July  1. 1984 

1-39,  Vol.  Id . 

.  . . . . . ,..,1.1 

18.00 

2Juiy  1.  1984 

1-189 _ _ 

- (869-017-00119-8) _ 

30.00 

July  1.  1992 

190-399 

- (869-017-00120-1).  . 

33.00 

July  1. 1992 

400-629  . 

. (869-017-00121-0) . 

29.00 

July  1,  1992 

630-699  . 

. -...(8694)194)0124-7)  ...... 

14.00 

7Jidy  1,  1991 

700-799  _ 

- (869-017-00123-6) . 

20.00 

July  1,  1992 

800-€nd  . . 

- (8694)17-00124-4) . 

20.00 

July  1.  1992 

33  Parts: 

1-124  . 

-  -.  (869-017-00125-2) 

1800 

July  1  1992 

125-199  . 

. (869-017-00126-1).  ! 

21.00 

July  1992 

2D0-End . . 

.  - . (869-017-00127-9) _ 

23.00 

July  1, 1992 

34  Parts: 

1-299  _ 

- (869-017-00128-7) _ 

27.00 

July  1,  1992 

300-399  . 

. (869-017-00129-5) . 

19.00 

July  1.  1992 

400-End  _ 

- (869-017-00130-9) _ 

32.00 

July  1,  1992 

35 _ 

_ t86guQi7-nni3i-7> 

12.00 

July  1,  1992 

38  Parts: 

1-199  . 

. (869-017-00132-5) . 

15.00 

July  1. 1992 

TOO-Lnd  . 

- (8694)17-00133-3) _ 

32.00 

July  1,  1992 

37  . .  _.... 

. . (869-017-00134-1) . 

1750 

July  1,  1992 

38  Parts: 

0-17  . . 

- (869-017-00135-0) _ 

28.00 

Sept  1.  1992 

18-End . 

. (869-017-00136-8)  ...... 

28.00 

Sept.  1.  1992 

39  . . 

. (8694)17-00137-6) . 

16.00 

July  1,  1992 

40  Parts: 

1-51  . 

. . (869-017-00138-4) _ 

31.00 

July  1. 1992 

52  . 

. .  (8694)17-00139-2) _ 

33.00 

July  1.  1992 

53-60  . . 

- (869-017-00140-6) _ 

36.00 

July  1,  1992 

61-80  . 

- (869-017-00141-4) 

16.00 

July  1,  1992 

81-85  . 

. (8694)17-00142-2) _ 

17.00 

July  1,  1992 

86-99  _ 

- (869-017-00143-1)  ....„ 

33.00 

July  1,  1992 

100-149 . 

_ (8694)17-00144-4) 

3400 

hdu  1  1000 

150-189 . . 

- (869-017-00145-7) _ 

21.00 

July  1,  1992 

190-259  . 

- (869-017-00146-5) 

16.00 

July  1. 1992 

260-299 . 

- (8694)17-00147-3) _ 

36.00 

July  1, 1992 

300-399  _ 

- (8694)17-00148-1) _ 

15.00 

July  1,  1992 

400424 _ _ 

. .  (8694)17-00149-0) _ 

26.00 

July  1,  1992 

425-699 _ 

. -.(8694)17-00150-3)..  . 

26.00 

July  1,  1992 

700-789  . 

. (869-017-00151-1)..  . 

23.00 

July  1,  1992 

790-End  _ 

. (8694)17-00152-0) _ 

25.00 

July  1,  1992 

41  Chapters: 

1. 1-1  to  l-tO  .. 

- - 

1350 

•July  1. 1984 

TM*  stock  Numbor  Prtoo 

1, 1-UtoAppen(ix,2(2Reserve<l) . . 

^ . . . . . 

9  . 

10-17 . . 

le,  Vol  I,  Ports  1-6 . . . 

18,  Vol.  d,  Ports  6-19 . . 

18,  Vom.  Ports  20-52 _ _ 

19-100  . . . . . . 

1-100  . (869-017-00153-8) 

101  . (869-017-00154-6) _ 

102-200  . (869-017-00155-4) _ 

201-En(l  - (869-017-00156-2) _ 

42  Parts: 

1-399  - (869-017-00157-1) _  23i)0 

400-429  - (869-017-00)58-9) _  2300 

430-End - (869-017-00159-7) _  3100 

43  Parts: 

1-999  . (869-017-00160-1) .  22.00 

1000-3999  . (869-017-00161-9) _  30.00 

4000-End  . . (869-017-00162-7) _  13.00 

44  . (869-017-00163-5) .  2600 

45  Parts: 

1-199  . (869-017-00164-3) _  2000 

200-499  — . (869-017-00165-1) _  14.00 

500-1 199  . (869-017-00166^1) .  30.00 

1200-End . (869-017-00167-8) .  20.00 

48  Parts: 

1-40 . 

41-69  _ 

70-89  . 

90-139  . 

140-155  _ 

156-165 

166-199  _ 

200-499 
500-End  -.... 


47  Parts; 

0-19  . . 

_ (8694)17-00177-5) 

22  00 

20-39  . . . 

2200 

4069  . . . 

_ (869-017-50179^1) 

1200 

70-79  . . . 

- (8694)17-00180-5) .... 

.  21.00 

80-End . . . 

- (869-017-00181-3) 

.  24.00 

48  Chaptsrs: 

1  (Ports  1-51) . 

. (869-017-00182-1)  .... 

.  3450 

1  (Ports  52-99)  . 

. (8694)17-001834)) 

.  22.x 

2  (Ports  201-251)  _ 

. (869-017-00184-8)  .... 

.  15.x 

2  (Ports  252-299)  „ 

- (869-0174)0185-6) 

.  12X 

3-6 . 

_ (869-017-00186-4) 

22X 

7-14 . . 

- (869-017-00187-2)  ...„ 

!  X.X 

15-28  . . . 

- (869-017-00188-1)  .... 

.  26X 

29-End  . 

. (8694)17-0018^9) . 

.  I6.X 

49  Parts: 

1-99 . . . 

_ (8694)17-00190-2) 

22X 

100-177  . 

. (869-017-00191-1)  .... 

.  27.x 

178-199  . 

. (869-017-00192-9) . 

.  19.x 

200-399...  . . 

(8694)17-00193-7) 

27  X 

400-999 . . 

_ (869-017-5019^5) 

31  X 

1000-1199  . 

(8694)17-00195-3) 

19  X 

12004nd . . 

- (869-0174)0196-1)  .... 

i  21.x 

50  Parts: 

1-199  . 

(8694)17-X197-5) 

23.x 

20.x 

200-599  . 

(869-01 7-X198-8) . 

600-€nd _ _ _ 

(869-017-X199-6) _ 

20.x 

CFR  Irxlex  artd  Findings 
Aids . 

(869-0194)0053-4) 

36.x 

. (869-0174)0168-6) . 

17.x 

.....  (869-017-X169-4) _ 

16.x 

. (869-0174)0170-8) . 

8.x 

. (869-0174)0171-6) . 

14.x 

.„...  (8694)174)017:34) . 

12.x 

. (8694)1 7-Xl  73-2) . 

14.x 

. (8694)17-X174-1) 

17.x 

.....  (869-017-50175-9) . 

22.x 

—  (8694)174)0176-7) . 

14.x 

13.00 

14.00 

600 

450 

13.00 

9.50 

13.00 

13.00 

13.00 

13.00 

950 

2800 

11.00 

11.00 


Comptefe  1993  CFR  set _ 

Mfcfofiche  CfR  Edition; 

Complete  set  (one-time  moidng) 


775.00 


Psvtslon  Dais 

>July  1, 1984 
»Juiy  1, 1984 
3Juty  1. 1984 
»July  1. 1984 
ajuly  1. 1984 
»Juty  1. 1984 
3July  1. 1984 
3Juty  1,  1984 
ajuly  1,  1984 
3July  1,  1984 
July  1,  1992 
July  1.  1992 
»July  1.  1991 
July  1.  1992 


Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  I,  1992 


Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 

Oct.  1,  1992 


Oct.  1.  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 


Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1.  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
•Oct.  1,  1991 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1.  1992 


Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1.  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 


Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  I,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 


Oct.  1.  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1.  1992 
Oct.  1.  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 


Oct.  1,  1992 
Oct.  1.  1992 
Oct.  1,  1992 


Jon,  1,  1993 
1993 


188.00 


1990 
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Tin*  Stock  Ntimbw  Pile*  RcvtsionDato 

0>fnplete  set  (one-time  maing) _  188X10  1991 

Complete  set  (one-time  moling)  . .  188X)0  1992 

Subscription  (moled  os  issued) .  223X)0  1993 

Individual  copies .  2.00  1993 

<  Because  Title  3  is  an  annual  compilation,  this  volume  and  on  previous  volumes 
should  be  retained  as  a  permonenl  reference  sowce. 

3The  July  1,  I98S  edilion  Of  32  CFR  Ports  1-189  contains  a  note  only  for 
Pvts  1-39  inclusive.  For  the  ful  lexi  of  the  Defense  Acquisilion  Regulations 
in  Ports  1-39,  corrsult  the  three  CFR  volumes  Issued  as  of  July  1, 19M.  containing 
those  pvts. 

>The  July  1,  1985  edition  of  41  CFR  Chapters  1-100  contains  a  note  only 
for  Chapters  I  to  49  inclusive.  For  the  fuN  text  of  procurement  regulations 
in  Chapters  1  to  49,  consult  the  eleven  CFR  volumes  issued  as  of  July  I, 

1984  containing  those  chapters. 

«No  amendments  to  this  volume  were  promulgated  during  the  period  Apr. 
I,  1990  to  Mar.  31,  1993.  The  CFR  volume  issued  AprI  1,  1990,  should  be 
retained. 

sNo  omerxlments  to  this  volume  were  promulgated  duing  the  period  Apr. 
1,  1991  to  Mar.  31,  1993.  The  CFR  volume  issued  AprI  I,  1991,  should  be 
retained. 

*No  amendments  to  this  volume  were  promulgated  during  the  period  July 
1, 1989  to  June  30, 1992.  The  CFR  volume  issued  July  1, 1989,  should  be  retoined. 

rNo  amendments  to  this  volume  were  promulgated  during  the  period  July 
I,  1991  to  June  30,  1993.  The  CFR  volume  issued  July  I,  1991,  should  be  retained. 

•No  amendments  to  this  volume  were  promul^ed  during  the  period  October 
I,  1991  to  September  30,  1992.  The  CFR  volume  issued  October  1,  1991,  should 
be  retained. 


LSA  •  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected 

The  LSA  (List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected) 
is  design^  to  lead  users  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  to  amendatory 
actions  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  LSA  is  issued  monthly  in  cumulative  form. 
Entries  indicate  the  nature  of  the  changes— 
such  as  revised,  removed,  or  corrected. 

$21.00  per  year 

FMeral  Register  Index 

The  index,  covering  the  contents  of  the 
daily  Federal  Register,  is  issued  monthly  in 
cumulative  form.  Entries  are  carried 
primarily  under  the  names  of  the  issuing 
agencies.  Significant  subjects  are  carried 
as  cross-references. 

$19.00  per  year. 

A  finding  aid  is  included  in  each  publication  which  lists 
Federal  Register  page  numbers  with  the  date  of  publicalion 
m  the  Federal  Regsier 


Would  you  like 
to  know... 


if  any  changes  have  been  made  to  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  or  what 
documents  have  been  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  without  reading  the 
Federal  Register  every  day?  If  so,  you 
may  wish  to  subscribe  to  the  LSA 
(List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected),  the 
Federal  Register  Index,  or  both. 


Superintendent  of  Documents  Subscriptions  Order  Form 


(Mcr  Fioctsswg  Code 

♦5351 


Charge  your  order. 

It’s  easy! 


□  yr  T  ■  ^  Charge  orders  may  be  tetephorted  to  the  GPO  order 

^  desk  at  (202)  783-3238  from  8:00  a  m  to  4.00  p  m 

JL  please  send  me  the  following  indicated  subscriptions:  eastern  bme.  Mor>day^nday  (except  holidays) 

IZ]  LSA  •  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected— one  year  as  issued— $21.00  (LCS) 

□  Federal  Register  Index— one  year  as  issued— $19.00  (FRSU) 

1.  The  total  cost  of  my  order  is  $ _ .  All  prices  include  regular  domestic  postage  and  handling  and  are  subject  to  change. 

International  customers  please  add  25%, 

Please  Type  or  Print 

2. _ _  X  Please  choose  method  of  payment: 

(Company  or,  personal  name)  l — l  .  .  .  .  _  .  .  -  ^ 

I _ I  Check  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents 

(Additional  address/attention  line)  GPO  Deposit  Account  1  .1  1  1  I  I  (IZ~EZ1 

_ □  VISA  or  MasterCard  Account 


(Company  or.  personal  name) 
(Additional  address/attention  line) 
(Street  address) 

(City,  State,  ZIP  Code) 

( _ ) _ 

(Daytime  phone  including  area  code) 


(Credit  canl  expiration  date) 


Thank  you  for  your  order! 


(Signature) 

4.  Mail  To:  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  DC  20402-9371 


(Rev.  10/92) 
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0 
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